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INTRODUCTION 
 
When the Second World War ended in 1945, the European continent was devastated; 
people were homeless, train systems were broken down, communication networks 
were destroyed and a lot of families were torn apart.1 There were families who were 
literally pulled apart by deportations and forced hidings. Parents and children who had 
survived the war and had lost each other along the way, desperately tried to find each 
other.2 Children who could not be reunited with their parents were called ‘lost 
children’. There are two types of so-called lost children: hidden children and displaced 
person (DP) children. Hidden children were children whose parents placed them in 
safe houses during the Second World War, so that it would be harder to identify the 
children as Jewish.3 Historian J. Persian describes DPs as people who were outside 
their national boundaries and could not return home without help, or would be 
returned to enemy or ex-enemy territory. DPs included former inmates, (forced) 
labourers, non-German soldiers or refugees fleeing west from the Russian army.4 
So DP children were children who lived – or in some cases were born – in the 
concentration camps and survived the Second World War. They were found across 
Europe, in or near the concentration camps, without any living family members. In a 
few cases, these children were young, but most of them were teenagers. Those who 
could work had a greater chance to survive. Only six to eleven percent of all Jewish 
children survived the concentration camps, and of the thirteen-and-a-half million 
Jewish children living in central and eastern Europe only hundred-and-fifty thousand 
!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
1 H. Fehrenbach, ‘War Orphans and Postfascist families: Kingship and Belong after 1945’ in: F. Biess and 
F.G. Moeller ed., Histories of the Aftermath: Legacies of the Second World War in Europe (New York 2010) 175-
195. 
2 T. Zahra, ‘“Lost Children”: Displacement, Family, Nation in Post-War Europe’, The Journal of Modern 
History 91 (2009) 45-86; J. Persian, ‘Displaced persons and the politics of international categorisation(s)’, 
Australian Journal of Politics and History 58.4 (2012) 481-496: 482-483. 
3 Zahra, ‘“Lost Children”: Displacement, Family, Nation in Post-War Europe’, 45-86; Fehrenbach, ‘War 
Orphans and Postfascist families: Kingship and Belong after 1945’, 175-195. 
4 Persian, ‘Displaced persons and the politics of international categorisation(s)’, 482-483.!
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children survived the Second World War.5 All over Europe national institutions, such 
as national departments of the International Red Cross Organisation, tried to take care 
of the lost children they found after the liberation. One of the volunteers of the British 
Red Cross Society was the Irish born Dr. William Robert Fitzgerald Collis, also known 
as Bob Collis, a famous Irish paediatrician. He was the director of the department of 
paediatrics at the Rotunda Hospital in Dublin, were he had set up a neo-natal 
healthcare unit. He was known for writing a play called Marrowbone Lane in 1942; a play 
on children’s living conditions in Ireland. This play raised a lot of diverse reactions. 
Later in his life he became known for establishing ‘Cerebral Palsy’ as a condition in 
Ireland and discovering Christy Brown, whom he helped write My Left Foot. My Left 
Foot, which became a bestseller and was made into an award-winning movie. But his 
fame in the 1940s depended mainly on his upper middle class origins, his play 
Marrowbone Lane, his activities in Bergen-Belsen after the liberation, and his decision to 
bring six orphans from Bergen-Belsen to Ireland.6  
The decision to bring the children to Ireland was remarkable, because Ireland 
until then had not accepted a lot of Jewish refugees, only 25 Jewish refugees were 
accepted into Ireland between 1939 and 1945.7 In theory, Dr. R. Collis’s plan looked 
like a perfect idea. Ireland is situated at the edge of Europe and had been neutral 
during the war. It had managed to escape the horrors of the Second World War and 
had not been damaged. In contrast to most European countries, Ireland did not need 
to rebuild itself. Ireland seemed a suitable country to receive war victims. After the war 
there were plans to turn Ireland into a home for Jewish war refugees. Irish historian D. 
Keogh states: ‘At a time when Jews had been so much persecuted and humiliated this 
small nation [Republic of Ireland] was one of the few places where the foul germs of 
!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
5 H. Lavsky, ‘The Role of Children in the Rehabilitation Process of Survivors: The Case of Bergen Belsen’ 
in: Children and the Holocaust: Symposium Presentations (Washington 2004) 103-115, 
http://www.ushmm.org/m/pdfs/20060313-children-holocaust-symposium.pdf, as seen on 10 September 
2015.  
6 R. Collis and H. Hogerzeil, Straight on (RLE Responding to Fascism) (Abdington 1947); R. Collis, The 
Ultimate Value (London 1951); R. Collis, To Be a Pilgrim: The Autobiography of Robert Collis (London 1975) A. 
McAuley and Z. Zinn-Collis, Final Witness: My journey from the Holocaust to Ireland (Dunboyne 2006).  
7 G. Holfter ed., German-speaking Exiles 1933-1945 in Ireland (Amsterdam 2005) 8. !
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anti-Semitism had found no fertile soul.’8 But was this really true? Had the foul germs 
of anti-Semitism found no fertile soul in the Irish society and was Ireland not anti-
Semitic? Instead of opening its welcoming ‘arms’, the Irish government implemented a 
strict immigration policy. My main question therefore is why did the Republic of 
Ireland implement a strict policy in relation to the immigration of Jewish survivors, 
especially Jewish DP children, after the Second World War? Or better phrased: How 
did the Republic of Ireland deal with the immigration of Jewish DP children? A strict 
policy implied an unwilling attitude, but was this true? How much possibilities were 
there to circumvent the system? 
Research issues and theory 
The Republic of Ireland as a whole does not have one opinion; there are different 
opinions, which often differ between actors (academia, politicians and journalists). 
According to the process of problematisation actors analyse a situation, formulate a 
problem, and find a solution. Not every actor acknowledges and handles a problem or 
solution in the same way. The way an event is presented influences the way a 
possibility is presented and therefore the way the rules are bent.9 In response to the 
process of problematisation I have decided to split the main question [Why did Ireland 
implement a strict policy in relation to the immigration of Jewish DP children?] into 
four sub questions: ‘How did Irish politicians deal with the DP question?’, ‘How did 
Dr. R. Collis, a private individual, deal with the DP question?’ ‘How did the Irish 
newspapers deal with the DP question?’ To put the Irish situation in perspective, some 
attention is paid to how actors dealt with the DP question internationally. The 
international debate discusses a lot of issues that are also represented in the Irish 
debate.    
There are factors that have played a role in determining the policy. The Irish 
government used several arguments to explain and defend its policy. There are 
!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
8 D. Keogh, Jews in Twentieth-Century Ireland: Refugees, Anti-Semitism and the Holocaust (Cork 1998) 201. !
9 M. Schrover, ‘Problematisation and Particularisation: The Bertha Hertogh Story’, Tijdschrift voor Sociale en 
Economische Geschiedenis 8.2 (2001) 3-31: 7-8. !
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humanitarian arguments and economic arguments. Ireland was poor and these DP 
children did not contribute to society.10 It was unclear who was responsible for the 
children: the country of origin; the country where they were found post-liberation or 
the country where asylum was sought? There were political arguments, such as the 
foreign relations, the newly gathered independence and neutrality during the war could 
be a motive for the implementation of a strict policy. The Irish government was the 
only government of the western democratic countries to offer the Third Reich their 
condolences on the death of Hitler in May 1945, which shows there was a level of 
support for the Nazi regime, at least among the Government.11 Some researchers 
argue that because Great Britain was pro-Jews, Ireland became more and more anti-
Semitic than it already was. Anti-Semitism is a factor, which just as some other 
arguments, occurred in many other European countries.12 Anti-Semitism can be closely 
linked to the factor religion, by which I mean maintaining (Catholic) homogeneity. 
When discussing welcoming orphans into Ireland, one cannot avoid the issue of 
adoption. Even though, adoption was not well regulated, there were a number of 
requirements that the children and the receiving families had to meet. Another factor 
that plays a role is the fact that Ireland had a long tradition of emigration in times of 
crisis and that there was a fear that the Irish would be replaced by foreigners.13  
I want to argue that these arguments were not only used by politicians in the 
political arena, but also by journalists while writing articles and by individuals. By using 
factors such as political, economic, religious, judicial and humanitarian issues, the Irish 
debate on the DP questions, whether it was private, public or political, could be 
influenced. So in short, the ways to circumvent the policy become visible when 
researching how politicians, journalists and private persons used these arguments. 
Combining autobiographical material, with political news articles and documents, 
!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
10 D. Keogh, Twentieth-century Ireland (Dublin 1994).!
11 A. Nolan, ‘Walshe and Postwar Diplomacy, 1945-1955’, Josephe Walshe: Irish Foreign Policy, 1922-1946 
(Dublin 2008) 285-327. !
12 M. O’Driscoll, ‘The Jewish Question’, Irish Refugee Policy and Charles Bewley, 1933-1939’, Racial 
Discrminination and Etnicity in European History (Pisa 2003) 139-154.  
13 Keogh, Twentieth-century Ireland. 
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shows that there were some overlapping trends. Figure 1 shows that the discussion on 
the future of the refugees was in the beginning more a media discussion than a political 
discussion, with the exception of the month of December 1945 when the 
interdepartmental discussion reached its height.  
After December 1945 the discussion in the press and in the Irish political arena 
dies down. It was only in May 1946 that the discussion gets a push again, reaching its 
height in June 1946. I want to argue that this boost in attention can be attributed to the 
arrival of the Belsen children, because in May 1946 Dr. R. Collis announces that he is 
planning to adopt Jewish children. After that announcement he receives a lot of media 
attention. The graph shows that after the arrival of the Belsen children in June 1946 
more often articles are written about Jewish children, and that it also ensures a 
temporary bloom of political attention.  
 
Fig. 1. Mentions of refugees in Dáil questions and newspaper articles  
 
 
 
Source: The Irish Times, Irish Press, Irish Examiner, Sunday Independent, Irish Independent, The Catholic Herald, Westmeath 
Examiner, Longford leader, Meath Chronicle; and: http://oireachtasdebates.oireachtas.ie, as seen on 20 January 2015. !
!
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Fig. 2. News articles on Belsen children v.s. Dáil questions  
 
 Source: The Irish Times, Irish Press, Irish Examiner, Sunday Independent, Irish Independent, The Catholic Herald, 
Westmeath Examiner, Longford Leader, Meath Chronicle; and: http://oireachtasdebates.oireachtas.ie, as seen on 
20 January 2015.  
 
Methods  
How a certain event, in this case the DP question, is showcased dependents on how its 
framed by an actor. Framing can be defined in several ways. It is not always a clearly 
explicated and generally applicable concept, but sometimes also a metaphor. W.R. 
Neuman, social scientist in Communication Studies, defines framing as ‘conceptual 
tools which media and individuals rely on to convey, interpret and evaluate 
information.’14 Framing can be described as a social construction of reality. By framing, 
which some see as the selection of aspects, a reality is presented often to enhance the 
definition of a problem, interpretation, evaluation or recommendation, through which 
an audience can be helped to identify and process information. The image that is 
presented through framing is not per definition the most true or correct image. On the 
!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
14 H. Semetko and P. Valkenburg, ‘Framing European Politics: A Content Analysis of Press and 
Television News’, Journal of Communication 50.2 (2000) 93-109.  !
!
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basis of the process of information one makes decisions such as for example 
determining which political party one should vote for. Through framing ‘the masses’ 
can be influenced, as happened for example during the 1930s and the Second World 
War. The influencing of the public opinion through framing did not end after the 
Second World War. A lot of research on framing has been done since this period.15  
Frame-analysis is a commonly used method in regards to newspaper research, 
but this theory can also be applied to politics. The two can even be combined, as is 
done by two social scientist’s H. Semetko and P.M. Valkenburg. They have researched 
how newspapers reported on the Eurotop, on the basis of five news frames: 
attribution of responsibility, conflict, human interest, economic consequences and 
morality. They argue that, on the basis of previous research, in general four news 
frames can be identified: conflict frame, human interest frame, economic 
consequences frame and a morality frame.16  
T. Walaardt, historian, applied and adapted the general news frames of Semetko 
and Valkenburg to the asylum issue in the Netherlands by analysing the personal files 
of asylum seekers and policy papers. He argues that four ‘general’ frames can be 
distinguished between 1945 and 1995: a legal frame, a cold war frame, a Dutch interest 
frame and a human interest frame. These frames are slightly different from the frames 
of Semetko et.al.17 Walaardt reformulated the four frames into seven specified frames: 
Persecution frame (Will asylum seekers be persecuted in their country of origin?), 
Credibility frame (Are asylum seekers bonafide refugees?), Numbers frame (How many 
asylum application were submitted?), Critism frame (Which mistakes were made by the 
Department of Justice during the evaluation of the asylum seekers?); Humanitarianism 
frame (Are the asylum seekers integrated? Do they have health problems?); The person 
frame (Personal, cultural and behavioural features of the asylum seekers); Cost and 
!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
15 Semetko and Valkenburg, ‘Framing European Politics: A Content Analysis of Press and Television 
News’, 93-109; D. Scheufele, ‘Framing as a Theory of Media Effects’, Journal of Communication 49.1 (1999) 
103-122.  
16 Semetko and Valkenburg, ‘Framing European Politics: A Content Analysis of Press and Television 
News’, 93-109.   
17 T. Walaardt, ‘Het Paard of Troje: Het verlenen van asiel door Nederland in de periode 1945-1955’, 
Tijdschrift voor Sociale en Economische Geschiedenis 6.2. (2009) 63-93. 
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Benefit frame (What are the consequences for and the needs of the country of 
establishment and its citizens?)18 These frames were linked by Walaardt to issues that 
were used in the personal files of asylum seekers between 1945 and 1995, as arguments 
to either accept or decline asylum-application. By combining personal files, newspaper 
articles and government documents, and applying the theory of framing T. Walaardt 
gives an insight in the possibilities to leeway the system. These possibilities can be 
summed up in three questions. Are the migrants true or false asylum seekers? Are the 
migrants political or economic asylum seekers?; Are the migrants bona fide or 
dishonest? Walaardt’s frames are based on the policymaking in the Netherlands 
concerning immigration between 1945 and 1995 and therefore present the needs and 
interests of the Dutch immigration policy. The frames do not quite match the needs 
and interests of the Irish immigration.  
The above mentioned framing methods are useful, but need to be adjusted to be 
applicable to the Irish situation. I want to argue that the new model should take the 
previously mentioned arguments into account. Firstly, Ireland was and still is a 
Catholic nation, where a certain level of anti-Semitism prevailed within society. 
Secondly, Ireland was a neutral country during the war and wanted to maintain neutral. 
Thirdly, the model should take Ireland’s newly gained independence into account, 
which was important for Irelands foreign policy. Fourthly, Ireland was not an 
economically stable country. And lastly, the previously mentioned methods are based 
on the role and position of the refugees. I want to argue that in case of the DP 
children, the receiver and the attitude of the relief organisations also played a big role 
in whether or not to admit refugees. The new model should take this into account.  
 
Structure 
To find out which of the above-discussed frames are applicable to the Irish 
immigration policy with respect to Jewish DP children, this research is divided into 
!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
18 T. Walaardt, ‘Het Paard van Troje: Het verlenen van asiel door Nederland in de periode 1945-1955’, 
Tijdschrift voor Sociale en Economische Geschiedenis 6.2. (2009) 63-93; T. Walaardt, Geruisloos inwilligen: 
Argumentatie en speelruimte in de Nederlandse asielprocedure 1945-1994 (Hilversum 2012) 13-53.  
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five parts. The first part provides general information and a historical background; it 
introduces the reader to Dr. R. Collis and his Belsen children; the second part gives 
insight into the international discussion. This part is followed by an analysis of Irish 
political discussion. In chapter four, part one and three are merged. This chapter 
analyses how the immigration policy worked in practice, based on how one individual, 
Collis, dealt with immigration policy. The arrival of refugees generated some media 
attention, therefore the final chapter, five, focuses on how the media dealt with the DP 
issue. 
Material 
The general discussion in chapter two is researched on the basis of original sources, 
such as International Refugee Organisation (IRO) policy documents (National Archive 
of the Netherlands).19 The disadvantage of these sources is that they reflect the policy 
side of the debate from the point of view of the IRO. In order to provide a complete 
picture of the situation, the sources are combined with information from a wide range 
of literature on the subject of DP camps, DP persons, interest groups and orphans in 
the United States of America, Canada and Europe (Germany, France, England and the 
Netherlands). The same approach is used while discussing the Irish immigration policy 
in chapter three. The main sources that are used are the Aliens Act of 1935, 
Nationality and Citizens Act of 1935, and documents from the Department of Justice 
and Department of Taoiseach (National Archives of Ireland).20 The latter consisted 
mainly of policy documents, interdepartmental correspondence and letters from/to 
interest groups on the issue of immigration. While documents of the National Irish 
Archives provide a wide range of sources, there is one disadvantage: they focus 
primarily on the ‘bigger picture’, cases of national importance. There is little or no 
concern for individual cases. By combining the Aliens Act of 1935, Nationality and 
Citizens Act of 1935, the government documents and the questions of Dáil Éireann 
!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
19 National Archive (NA), inv.nr. 2.05.31.132, Maandrapporten van het Internationale Committee for 
Refugees nr. 1-12, Intergovernmental Committee on Refugees: Monthly Report on Activities. !
20 National Archive of Ireland (NAI), Department of Taoiseach (DT) Department of Taoiseach, inv.nr: S 
11007 B/1; NAI, Department of Justice (JUS), inv.nr. 90/93/17-19.  
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(lower house) with literature, especially the works of historian D. Keogh21 – who has 
done research on the Irish immigration policy and looked at some individual cases – a 
more complete picture emerges which gives insight in the political attitude.   
While discussing the Belsen Children the previously mentioned sources will also 
be used. They are supplemented with correspondence material from Dr. R. Collis to 
international organisations and J.C.J. Hogerzeil-Collis, nurse in Belsen, mistress, and 
later on wife of Collis22; correspondence material from J.C.J. Hogerzeil-Collis23; private 
documents, such as photo’s, and travel documents24; interviews by A. Isles, an 
interviewer of the USC Shoah Foundation, with three of the six children (Zoltan Zinn-
Collis, Suzi Diamond Molnar, and Terry Molnar [also known as Tibor]) who were 
brought to Ireland by Collis. These interviews are part of archives of the USC Shoah 
Foundation.25 Besides these sources, four memoires will also be used: Straight On 
written by Dr. R. Collis and H. Hogerzeil in 1947, The Ultimate Value written by Dr. R. 
Collis in 1951, To be a Pilgrim written by Dr. R. Collis in 1971 and Final Witness written 
by Zoltan Zinn-Collis in 2009.26 All of these memoires are published. A few notes 
about these memoires need to be made. Firstly, during his work as a doctor in Belsen, 
Dr. R. Collis began to write his story down. These notes were later combined into 
three books. Therefore, there is a large overlap between these three memoirs, although 
the Ultimate value is slightly different. Dr. R. Collis does not use the names Zoltan or 
Edith in his book The Ultimate Value, which focuses on the lives of these children after 
Bergen-Belsen. He does not explain why he does not use their names or acknowledges 
the name changes. According to H.S. Hogerzeil (nephew of J.C.J. Hogerzeil-Collis and 
!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
21 Keogh, Jews in Twentieth-Century Ireland: Refugees, Anti-Semitism and the Holocaust; Keogh, Twentieth-century 
Ireland.!
22 Private collection in care of H.S. Hogerzeil, Dublin, Ireland (PC H.S.)!
23 Private collection in care of H.V. Hogerzeil, Crans, Switzerland (PC H.V.)!
24 PC H.S.; PC H.V.  !
25 Centrum vizuální!historie Malach Praha (Malach CVH), Visual History Archive USC Shoaha foundation 
(VHA), interview code 23680, Terry Samuels (holocaust survivor) interviewed by A. Isles (Dublin 31 
October 1996) Tape I-III; Malach CVH, VHA, interview code: 21353, Suzi Diamond (holocaust survivor) 
interviewed by A. Isles (Dublin 31 October 1996) Tape I-III; Malach CVH, VHA, interview code: 23680, 
Zoltan Zinn-Collis (holocaust survivor) interviewed by A. Isles (Dublin 1 November 1996) Tape I-IV.  
26 Collis, To Be a Pilgrim: The Autobiography of Robert Collis; Collis and Hogerzeil, Straight on; Collis, The 
Ultimate Value; McAuley and Zinn-Collis, Final Witness. !
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Dr. R. Collis) ‘Bob wrote this book while the children were still young and he wanted 
them to be able to live their lives without being reminded of the war, so there names 
were not mentioned for privacy reasons.’27 This sounds plausible, but is in contrast 
with the fact that he uses pictures of Zoltan and Edith to illustrate his book. Because 
the book uses pictures of the Belsen Children and is in line with an interview done by 
D. Keogh with J.C.J. Collis-Hogerzeil in 1995, I deem The Ultimate Value, Collis’s 
autobiography To be a Pilgrim, and Zoltan Zinn-Collis’s memoire The Final Witness non-
fiction. These memoirs are often used by historians as a source when discussing life in 
Bergen-Belsen after the liberation.28 
Secondly, it should be noted that Zoltan Zinn-Collis was only 4 years old when 
he arrived in Ireland, therefore his memory of what happened could present a cut up 
memory, or memories based on what other people told him. In addition, some factual 
information is incorrect. For example, Zoltan mentions that Collis had struck a 
friendship with the prime-minster of Czechoslovakia, while in reality Collis was friends 
with the minster of Foreign Affairs. He also contradicts himself. In his book Zoltan 
states that Collis adopted him, while he states in an interview that Collis was never able 
to adopt him. This criticism could also apply to the other interviews conducted by A. 
Isle. An advantage of working with interviews is that people are freer while talking 
than when they write things down.  
Although there are some obscurities, the interviews and memories still give an 
insight into what happened, how the events were explained and how the children have 
experienced the events.29 To check the stories of the memoirs and interviews, and in 
order to keep the chances of factual errors about these children at a minimum, I 
compare them to files about the Belsen children available in International Tracing 
!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
27 A conversation with H.S. Hogerzeil (June 2014). !
28 See: J. Reilly, ‘Cleaner, Carer and Occasional Dance Partner? Writing Women Back into the Liberation 
of Bergen-Belsen’, Special Issue: Belsen in History and Memory 5.2. (1996) 149-161; J. Reilly, T. Kushner, D. 
Cesarani, C. Richmond ed., Belsen in History and Memory (Abdington 1997); H. Lavsky, New Beginnings: 
Holocaust Survivors in Bergen-Belsen and the British Zone in Germany, 1945-1950 (Detroit 2002); Zahra, ‘“Lost 
Children”: Displacement, Family, Nation in Post-War Europe’, 45-86; P. Weindling, ‘“For the Love of 
Christ”; Strategies of International Catholic Relief and the Allied Occupation of Germany, 1945-1948’, 
Journal of Contemporary History 43.3 (2008) 477-492.  
29 P. Thompson, Voice of the Past: Oral History (Oxford 1978) 118-172.  
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Service (ITS) Archives in Bad Arolsen (Germany). These files consist of registration 
cards, a report on changes in the number of prisoners of Concentration Camp 
Ravensbrück, index cards of Theresienstadt, List of Names of Children in Belsen and 
Post-War Card Files.30 
The public opinion towards Jews in Ireland and towards the Belsen Children is 
researched by examining newspaper articles. A careful search and selection process 
[excluding articles discussing the Belsen trial, ads for help in house or schools and 
religious statements, and articles that were reprinted in regional papers] resulted in 110 
articles. Only articles dealing with children were singled out. The 110 articles are 
unique articles and are selected by using certain keywords: refugee children, DP 
children, displaced children, Jewish children and Jewish refugees and Jewish DPs. 
These 110 articles were selected out of nine newspapers: The Irish Times, Irish Press, Irish 
Examiner, Sunday Independent, Irish Independent, The Catholic Herald, Westmeath Examiner, 
Meath Chronicle and Longford Leader. All these papers are accessible online, most of them 
are available via the Irish News Archive and cover a broad spectrum from nationalistic 
(Irish Examiner, Irish Press, The Catholic Herald), to centre right, populist and 
sensationalist (Irish Independent, Sunday Independent), and local newspapers 
(Westmeath Examiner, Meath Chronicle). All these newspapers are Irish newspapers 
or specifically aimed at an Irish audience.31  
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Table 1. Diffusion of newspaper articles 
Newspaper Number of articles  
Catholic Herald 3 
Irish Examiner 9 
Irish Independent 28 
Irish Press 35 
Irish Times 21 
Longford Leader 1 
Meath Chronicle  6 
Sunday Independent 2 
Westmeath 5 
Total number of articles 110 
  
Historiography 
This research will focus on the DP children of (partially) Jewish descent. Not much 
has been written about this group. This applies not only to Jewish DP children but also 
to Jewish DPs in general. Historians A. Königseder and J. Wetzel described the 
historiography of the Jewish DPs as follows: ‘The story of the Jewish DP is still largely 
unknown. Most histories of the Nazi persecution of the Jews end in May 1945, which 
is when Germany surrendered.’32 It should be noted that Königseder and Wetzel wrote 
this in 1994. Since then things have improved as part of the growing interest in the 
holocaust, partly because survivors were encouraged to tell their story. Because 
survivors were encouraged to share their story a lot of the literature about children in 
Bergen-Belsen are human-interest stories. They are often either eyewitness accounts or 
reports made by the children of survivors. There is also some literature with an 
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32 A. Königseder and J. Wetzel, Waiting for Hope. Jewish Displaced Persons in Post-World War II Germany 
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analytical approach, but still most research about children focuses on hidden children 
or lost children in general.33  
Most research is either written from a European, nationalistic or trans-Atlantic 
point of view. A good example of work from a European point of view is work of 
historian T. Zahra who wrote a book and several articles on how people, 
organizations, institutions and governments coped with the lost children. She focuses 
on one part of the discussion: the rebuilding of identity, nationalism and nation-
building. She argues that DP children had a special position in the centre of an 
international and political conflict between military authorisations, German foster 
parents, social workers, and communist officials from eastern Europe, Jewish agencies 
and DPs. These actors did not agree about what was best for DP children.34 
Furthermore, the discussion between these actors can be linked to ideals of human 
rights, family values, democracy, and child welfare and in the end to the reconstruction 
of Europe as a whole.35 Another interesting article is ‘War Orphans and Post fascist 
Families: Kinship and Belonging after 1945’ written by H. Fehrenbach, historian, in 
2010.36 In this article Fehrenbach wonders whether the attitude towards families was 
post-war or post fascist by researching the way the lost children were handled. 
Although she does not write primarily about DP children [her work mostly focuses in 
general on children after the war] this article still provides some interesting ideas. She 
gives a clear picture of the European debate on what to do with the lost children. This 
discussion is what I call the ‘DP question’. The DP question was seriously debated 
both inside and outside of Europe.  An example of literature with a transatlantic point 
of view is historian F. Martz’s 1996 book Open Your Hearts: The Story of Jewish War 
Orphans in Canada. This book focuses on the arrival of Jewish DP children in Canada in 
1947 and the issues which were connected to their arrival such as reluctant politicians 
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and families. Canada had to be persuaded, policies had to be adjusted and protocols 
had to be established to ensure that Canada would not suffer from the children’s 
arrival. Because the book concentrates on the journey of the DP children from the 
concentration camp to a Canadian family, it gives a good insight into the arguments 
[ea. economy, politics, and honour] that were used in determining the future of the 
children.37 There are also stories from a nationalistic point of view, such as the case of 
Bertha Hertogh. M. Schrover’s Problematisation and Particularisation: The Bertha Hertogh 
Story is an articles based on a newspaper research. It discusses the problems that an 
adoption of a Jewish child by a Catholic parent could evoke.38  
There has been little attention for DP children in Ireland. This is not remarkable 
as Ireland only ‘recently’ [in the 90s] started to research the holocaust and its 
aftermath. Some books and articles have been published about the Irish post-war 
immigration policy. The literature often focuses on one particular group [quakers, 
Germans etc.] and often only discusses how this group of refugees is treated, but not 
why they are treated a certain way. J.J. Lee argues in his book Ireland 1912-1985: Politics 
and Society that anti-Semitism found no ground in Irish politics, as Ireland had no 
Jewish question. The Jewish community was too small.39 D. Keogh gives with his book 
Jews in Twentieth-Century Ireland an impression of how Jewish refugees are treated but he 
does not extensively analyzes the general refugee problem or the DP-question. He only 
researches one factor, anti-Semitism, and argues that anti-Semitism was not frequently 
discussed or supported by the entire government. The strictness of immigration policy 
was mostly the result of the policy from the past.40 B. Fanning argues in his book 
Racism and Social change in Ireland the opposite. He argues that while the Jewish 
community in Ireland was small and anti-Semitism was marginally present, anti-
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Semitism certainly played a role in determining the immigration policy. Just like Keogh, 
Fanning discusses only one factor that could explain the policy.41  
So what does my research contribute to the existing literature? Firstly, there is a 
need for research on the Irish immigration policy in regard to Jewish refugees, 
especially children, from a broad perspective. Therefore my research not only focuses 
on the question how the Government deal with Jewish DP children, but also why did 
they choose to implement a certain policy. Secondly, the Belsen children represent a 
bigger picture. This research not only shows us how Ireland dealt with DPs, but gives 
us an insight in the workings of society. M. Mazower, historian, for example argues 
that the way children are treated in a period of rebuilding and innovation can show us 
the ideals for rebuilding Europe into a ‘new world’.42 One can even argue that the 
arguments used then are still relevant; they are still used in contemporary debates on 
refugees. Thirdly, the story of the Belsen children gives us an impression of the 
attitude of the bystanders in the DP Camps, which is an underexposed subject. As far 
as I can determine, there are no other stories of volunteers who decided to take DP 
children home and adopt them. Fourthly, this research focuses on how politics, public 
opinion and private persons are connected. This is relevant, because a lot has been 
written about how Jews were treated by governments after the war, how newspapers 
dealt with refugees after the war and how families coped with the war, however, how 
these parts are interconnected has not been widely discussed. It is a fresh approach to 
a commonly discussed subject.  
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CHAPTER 1 Meeting the Belsen Children 
 
§ 1.1. Historical context: Jews and the War 
The plans to make the world Judenrein evolved since 1933, the year in which Hitler 
came to power in Germany. The first steps towards the persecution of Jews were made 
at the end of 1934, when Jewish professors, civil servants and musicians lost the right 
to exercise their profession. Not long after, the Nuremberg Laws were introduced, 
which meant the implementation of the ausbürgerungs-politik: depriving anyone with one 
or more Jewish grandparents of their German citizenship. These laws were 
implemented in each country that was taken over by the Nazi regime or run by 
sympathisers. Hitler argued that Jews were his political opponents. The Nazis felt like 
they had to protect themselves.43 Jews were not allowed to participate in public and 
cultural life. This meant that they were excluded from their work, their schools, parks, 
swimming pools, cinemas and clubs of which they had been member.44   
After the siege of Warsaw in 1939 the Nazis stepped up their game to expulse 
Jews from the Third Reich: they began to concentrate Jews in ghettos and to export 
Jews to Poland where they became slave labourers. Special SS killing squads were 
created. The last part of the plan to destroy the Jews was the ‘Final Solution’, which 
came in full force in 1942. Jews were systematically pulled from their houses and from 
the street, arrested and deported to concentration camps.45  
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§ 1.2. Camps during the War: Concentration camps 
Upon arrival in a concentration camp a selection was made: those who could work 
were put to work, those who could not work were killed. In practice this was a small 
difference: one group would suffer a slow death, while the other group would suffer a 
quick instant death. The former group would die as result of hard work. The former 
group – prisoners of the labour-camps, mostly Jews – had to work for 11 hours a day, 
received little food or no food and had to sleep in the cold. During the day there were 
several moments, like the headcount, making the bed, and cleaning the barracks that 
could lead to punishment if done wrong. The living conditions in these camps were so 
harsh that most Jews, especially children, survived for only nine months.46 The death 
rate in the labour camps was 60% in 1942 and 80% in 1944.47  
Healthy men were selected to work, while the remainder, consisting of the old, 
the sick, small children, and disabled people had to die.48 Closer to the end of the war, 
from January 1945 onwards, the camp officers stopped making a selection upon arrival 
in the camps. They no longer made distinctions between the old and the weak or 
adults and children.49 Reason that no distinction was made is that the final phase of the 
Final Solution had kicked in: before the camps were liberated as many Jews as possible 
had to be destroyed. For quite some time Bergen-Belsen had been a camp with 
relatively good living conditions. It was a camp that was created as a ‘residence’ camp 
for Jews who had special relationships with influential persons in occupied and hostile 
countries. It was the intention to exchange these Jews for desired business or actions 
from abroad. But in the final months of the Nazi regime, Bergen-Belsen was turned 
into a concentration camp.50 People who arrived in Bergen-Belsen in the beginning of 
1945 were never supposed to survive or even work in the camps. Bergen-Belsen did 
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not have a gas chamber; instead there were two gallows. Most prisoners did not die on 
the gallows, but died due to the bad living conditions and to illness. Zoltan Zinn was 
one of the children who arrived in Bergen-Belsen in the final phase. According to his 
own account he arrived in early January 1945, sometime after the arrival of Anne 
Frank in Bergen-Belsen, but the precise date of their arrival is unknown.51  
The Nazi’s might have lost the war against the world, but nearly succeeded in 
making the world Judenrein. Between 5,1 million and 6 million Jews died between 
1939 and 1945, but not all the Jews had died.52 
§ 1.3. Camps after the War: DP-camp 
After the war ended and the concentration camps were liberated between six-and-a-
half – seven million DPs were found all over Europe. Many of them had been on 
death marches organised by the Nazis in the last days of the war. Only a small 
percentage of the six-and-a-half – seven million DPs were of Jewish descent and of 
them only a small percentage were children, around 500 children in Belsen.53 This was 
a unusually large number. Most of these children were parentless.54 Despite the efforts 
of the volunteers of the British Red Cross Society who tried to help by hanging up 
posters with photos of the lost children accompanied by the text; ‘Who Knows Our 
Parents and Our Origins?’, many children were not reunited with their parents. Among 
these lost children were Aladar Zinn, Zoltan Zinn, Edith Zinn, Suzie Molnar, Terry 
Molnar and Evalyn Schwartz.55 The children had been previously separated from their 
fathers in Ravensbrück and their mothers had died as a result of the circumstances in 
Bergen Belsen.56 The mother of the Zinn children was stricken by illness during the 
last days of the war. She died on the 15th of April 1945, the day on which the British 
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army liberated Bergen-Belsen.57 She was one of the 13.000 bodies found in Belsen, 
while her children were three of the 60.000 barely alive prisoners.58  
Following the end of the war Germany was divided into four occupation zones. 
The British zone was situated in the Northwest of Germany and included Bergen-
Belsen. Initially, only British troops arrived, who helped the inmates by organising the 
concentration camp into a DP camp; the former housing of the guards and staff of 
Belsen was converted into a hospital and housing for the DPs. A hospital was much 
needed, since thousands were either dying of typhus and/or starvation.59 Most of them 
were so ill that the British army could not come near them, due to the risk of infection 
and there was also a shortage of staff: for every 500 patients there was one nurse 
available and doctors were even scarcer. 60 The British needed a more specialised staff 
to help the prisoners and organize the chaos. After a few weeks of improvising the 
army received support from the British Red Cross Society. 
§ 1.4. Zoltan, Edith, Suzi, Terry and Evalyn 
The arrival of the British Red Cross Society also saw the arrival of the Irish Dr. 
William Robert Fitzgerald Collis (1900-1975) and his two nurses. One of these nurses 
was the Dutch-born Johanna Clara Joacomina Hogerzeil (1919-2005), also known as 
Han Hogerzeil, whom he had met during his travels to the Netherlands.61 Based on H. 
Hogerzeil’s contract with the British Red Cross Society, her travel documents and 
Collis’s account of their work in Belsen, they arrived after May 14th 1945 and before 
May 22nd 1945 since they witnessed the burning of the barracks.62 The last barrack was 
burned on May 21st 1945.63 So it is safe to say that from the second half of May 
onwards, Hogerzeil and Collis started to work in Belsen. They helped set up a 
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children’s hospital in Block 2 of Bergen-Belsen for 500 children. One of these children 
was Aladar Zinn. Aladar had been very ill: he was unconscious and swollen up. Collis 
and Hogerzeil could not help him, despite everything they tried; they even tried to help 
him by giving him blood transfusions, but eventually he died.64 It was through Aladar, 
that Hogerzeil and Collis met Aldar’s sister Edith and brother Zoltan. Edith had been 
physically healthy and been able to go to the ‘well’ block, while Zoltan was still very ill. 
Collis describes meeting Zoltan as follows:  
 
Here I found Han with the most entrancing scrap of humanity in her arms. 
He appeared one great smile. There was very little else of him. The fever 
had just left him. His body was wasted. (…) I found he had a left-sided 
pleurisy, which later proved by X-Ray to be secondary to a severe primary 
tuberculosis.65 
 
It is remarkable that Collis chooses to use the word humanity, since the Nazi-regime 
had tried to de-humanise the camp prisoners, especially those of Jewish descent. There 
was still a strong anti-Semitic attitude among the liberators. The new camp staff did 
not see the former prisoners as innocent.66 This applies not only to the British Army, 
but also to the American reinforcements. An American war pamphlet stipulated the 
following in 1944 about the attitude towards Jewish concentration camp prisoners: the 
government should treat Jews equal to that of other citizens of Germany. The 
impression that Jews were singled out for special treatment should be avoided. 
Selecting Jews could be perceived as the continuation of the Nazi racial theory.67  
In practice this meant that for example Jews in Germany were treated as 
Germans. ‘The name “DP” which meant not a title of honour in the British zone of 
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occupation in Germany (…)’68 Hence Jewish concentration camp survivors of non-
enemy states were herded together with non-Jewish DPs, who often had been their 
former guards and tormentors. To some extent, this was the result of anti-Semitic 
tendencies among the relief troops. General G. S. Patton, part of the American army, 
wrote in his diary on September 15, 1945, that while others believed that DPs were 
human beings, he did not. According to Patton Jews were lower than animals, if they 
were not kept under guard.69 In the first eyewitness accounts from Belsen after the 
liberation the existence of Jews was ignored. Likewise Collis does not speak of Jews in 
the article he writes shortly after his first visit to Belsen. It is argued by Lavsky that all 
liberators, Collis included, ignored the existence of Jewish prisoners and their suffering 
as a manifestation of resentment towards Jews.70  
Some argue that ignoring the Jewish suffering was a sign of anti-Semitism, while 
others argue that it was somewhat due to the attitude of the camp staff that Jews 
should not be perceived as special; they should not be treated differently from the 
rest.71 Treating everyone as equal was an ideal. Some Jewish organisations supported 
this idea. In practice, there were nationalities that were favoured. Zoltan states this: ‘If 
there was any food left prisoners passed it on, but to their own people if they could; in 
the hospital the nurses would attend first to patients of their own nationality.’72  
While these problems occurred, the inmates slowly started to recover. Collis 
writes about his time in Bergen-Belsen that ‘[t]he children ate as probably never before 
or since in their lives. Even those who lay too sick to sit up felt at peace and slept their 
way back to health in the warm summer air that surrounded them in the flapless 
tents.’73 This is also true for the recovery of Zoltan and Suzi. From the quote about 
Zoltan it is clear that he was very ill, but because of good food, rest and a regular 
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regime, he began to recover slowly and started to talk. And so it happened that one day 
Zoltan claimed that his father was death and Collis was now his father.74  
Because Zoltan claimed to be parentless, Collis promised to take him, his sister 
and his friends to Ireland. With friends Collis meant Terry [Tibor], Suzie and Evalyn. 
Just like Zoltan, Suzie had been very weak; she was only just alive when Collis met 
her.75 In 1947 a sixth child, Franz Berlin, from Bergen Belsen would come to Ireland. 
They were the children to whom Collis felt connected. He called them his special 
children.  
 
Among the children there were six that became attached to me. They were the 
only children who, when we had gone through the list appeared to have no 
relatives and no friends left in the world. These six I brought back with me in the 
end to Ireland, finding four of them other homes and keeping two myself.76  
 
At the end of July 1945, the Swedish government in cooperation with the British Red 
Cross Society had decided to provide the children of Bergen-Belsen with a temporary 
rest home in Sweden. The special children of Collis were still ill and therefore Collis 
and Hogerzeil had decided to move with them from Belsen to Sweden. The adult DPs 
were not happy about the moving plans. Some British Jewish leaders, including some 
Zionist, tried to convince the staff of Belsen to let the children be transferred to 
Engeland. The argumentation was that the immediate removal of the children from 
Belsen was needed for their rehabilitation.77 The DP leaders were also not convinced, 
they did not think that the children would receive the care they needed; the Central 
Committee of the Liberated Jews of Bergen-Belsen had the wish to raise all Jewish DP 
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children as Jews and to unite all surviving Jews on German ground.78 Despite all these 
remarks the children left Belsen with Collis and Hogerzeil. They went to Malmö, 
Sweden, on 24 of July 1945.79 After almost a year of rehabilitation the children were 
ready to move on, and go to Ireland with Collis.  
Terry stated later about Collis’s decision to bring the children to Ireland; ‘I’ve 
never understood what made them do it, but thank god they did. They gave a card 
blanch to Sweden: [meaning] that they would come back, after I don’t know how many 
months, and that they would accept personal responsibility for any child who had no 
living relatives.’80 
There were several reasons why Collis decided to adopt these children. 
According to articles he wanted to adopt the children because they were lost and ill, 
and needed help.81 They were the only children for whom no family members could be 
found. But there was a difference between public and private motives. Privately 
another reason played a big part.  
Zoltan states that Collis’s decision to bring him and the others back to Ireland 
was influenced by his relationship with Han. During their stay in Bergen-Belsen 
Hogerzeil and Collis had begun a love affair, even though Collis was married to 
another woman, with whom he had two sons. If one reads the love-letters that Collis 
wrote to Hogerzeil between May 1945 and February 1946 the importance of their 
relationship becomes very clear. In the beginning of June 1945 he writes her: ‘Hard 
though it be we are beyond, most to have been given the meaning of the world, our 
love for each other and our children, darling, darling Hannetje, I love you so, I love 
you so!’82 A couple of weeks later it becomes apparent that with ‘our children’ Collis 
refers to the Zinn children. ‘I will come back and we will work on the book, loving the 
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Zinn’s, love and leave the rest to God.’83 This was before he officially decided to bring 
the children with him. How big Han’s role was in his decision to take the children with 
him can be illustrated by the following anecdote. Collis had begun to doubt his 
decision and Zoltan appeared to be in a worse state than he had originally estimated.84 
These doubts led to a heated discussion between Hogerzeil and Collis. At the end of 
their discussion he decided, without consulting his wife and children in Ireland, to 
bring them home.85 
The children were a living memory of Collis and Hogerzeil’s time in Belsen and 
therefore of their love for each other. ‘We met in a battle, fought side by side. We 
loved each other while working together and then we found the children, the trees of 
Belsen. What a memories!’86 The children were a way to stay connected. Zoltan alludes 
to this in his book: ‘Anyway, I feel in part that it was their feeling for me that brought 
them together and perhaps kept them together. The bond between Bob and me 
affected and included Han.’87 
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CHAPTER 2 The International Discussion  
 
There was put pressure on DP children to leave the DP-camps and to leave Germany. 
Several international newspapers were critical about DPs. The following quote from a 
Dutch newspaper, De Waarheid, is a good example.88  
 
And so the DPs live on, while their number is increasing every month by 
thousands. It is a cesspool of political unrest, a safe shelter for unrest, a safe 
shelter for many fascist elements, and moral paragon of depravity and moral 
decay, in which the good work of the UNRRA [United Nation Relief and 
Rehabilitation Administration] threatens to be lost.89  
 
The articles were particular critical towards children. The idea was that the children 
should leave Germany as soon as they could, so that they would no longer be 
confronted with their memories of the horrors of the war, and that they would not 
lapse into illegality. Outside of the DP-camps they would be able to find a new home, 
but European countries did not welcome the DP children with open arms, especially if 
they were Jewish. The future of these lost children was one of the first issues the 
European countries began to talk about and collaborate on. To stimulate cooperation 
and accelerate the process a supranational organisation, the UNRRA, was created.90 
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§ 2.1. International cooperation 
The UNRRA helped to guide the international debate on the future of the children. 
Questions arose: To whom did these children belong? Who was responsible? Who had 
to carry the burden? How to determine where the children came from and had to 
move to? Should Jewish children only be raised as Jews by Jewish people? 
It is argued by Fehrenbach that there were four options for lost children: either 
they stay with the families in the safe houses (if they had been in hiding), are adopted 
by distant family members, are adopted by a Jewish family, or live in a Jewish 
orphanage if possible one that is located in Israel.91 Since the lost children not only 
consisted of hidden children, but also DP children the option of staying with the 
families in the safe houses suggested by Fehrenbach was not always a feasible option. 
Therefore this option should be replaced by being adopted by a non-Jewish family, 
which could also be a family that used to run a safe house. By adjusting this option, 
Fehrenbach’s options could be applied to all lost children. It was unclear which of 
these options was best for the state, the family or the child. The UNRRA was of the 
opinion that the children should be returned to their parents or distant family 
members. ‘In most cases it is possible to trace one of the parents, usually the mother.’92 
In cases in which no family members could be found in a short time, the UNRRA 
preferred the children to be returned to their country origin. ‘Where the nationality can 
be established without reasonable doubt the children are handed to the representative 
of the country concerned when they are ready to travel and when UNRRA is satisfied 
to the reception arrangements.’93 The resolution does not say that the UNRRA should 
actively look for family members, it only states that the UNRRA should stimulate 
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contact, as it was seen as the main task of the UNRRA to ‘encourage and assist in 
every way possible their return to their country of origin (…).’94  
But determining the nationality of the children was not as easy as it seemed. For 
example, Jewish children who were initially deported from the Netherlands, and thus 
were Dutch Jews, should they be perceived as first and foremost as Jews and only then 
as Dutch,, or first and foremost Dutch, and only then as Jews, or solely as Jews (future 
inhabitants of Israel) or solely as Dutch? It was a difficult situation. On one hand, if 
they would be perceived as solely Dutch some would argue that that is an anti-Semitic 
solution. By perceiving them solely as Dutch, one would ignore the Jewish background 
of the children and would not allow them to be Jewish. On the other hand, by merely 
maintaining the tag ‘Jew’ or ‘Jewish’ and ignoring their Dutch background, the 
categorisation of the Nazi regime was preserved and thus could also seen as anti-
Semitic. Therefore to perceive the Dutch Jewish children as solely Dutch, can also be 
seen as a reaction to the Nazi-regime and thus as the opposite of anti-Semitism, since 
the classification was made based on nationality and not on race.95 This example shows 
how complicated the debate was and how many different interpretations were possible. 
Knowing to whom these children belonged helped in finding them a proper home. 
By returning the orphans to their country of origin the UNRRA shifted the 
responsibility for the future of these children to their country of origin. Not all 
‘countries of origin’ were willing or prepared to accept the refugees, especially if they 
were stateless and/or Jewish. The nationality of the children was no longer one 
hundred percent sure and needed to be sorted out. This was a problem because ‘a 
certain number of refugees submitted claims for restitution of property or 
compensation for its loss. Such claims could not be followed up in the many cases 
where the citizenship of the children is uncertain.’96 In the case of former citizens of 
Czechoslovakia there was an additional problem. The German annexation in the 1930s 
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and the general census that followed, in which a lot of people had indicated, they were 
German or Hungarian instead of Czech, made for a confusing situation.97 Therefore 
the government of Czechoslovakia issued passports that were only valid for a short 
period of time and could not be used to return to Czechoslovakia.98  
 The UNRRA did not want to offend anybody and therefore supported almost 
every point of view presented in the ‘future of the lost children’ debate. This becomes 
clear when reading the UNRRA monthly reports. For example, they stated that ‘there 
are a number of Jewish orphans who are not available [for adoption] except for Jewish 
schemes’99, by which they supported the stance of the American Joint Jewish 
Distribution Committee (AJDC) and the Jewish Agency. The AJDC and Jewish agency 
wanted to move Jewish DP children to Palestine so that these children could start a 
new life in a Jewish home, were they would be raised as Jews.100 But the UNRRA also 
stated that if possible children who had been in hiding in safe houses should stay with 
those families. ‘(…) such children have foster parents who were in fact unwilling to 
part with their wards.’101 By doing so they not only supported the safe house families, 
who were fighting to keep their foster children, but also the stance of the Catholic 
Church.102 The Pope encouraged Catholic safe house families to adopt the Jewish 
children they cared for during the war. In 1947 the Pope stated a speech that all 
Catholics must offer help to European orphans, since they are starving, have no home 
or proper clothing. He emphasised the lack of religious education of these children.103 
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While the UNRRA tried to guide the international discussion, the International 
Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC), also known as the Red Cross Organisation tried 
to remain as neutral as possible. ‘The ICRC policy was not to discriminate: it offered 
“humanitarianism, not justice” to all.’104 They did not foresee a major role for 
themselves in post-war relief work. It was the responsibility of the ICRC to help the 
inmates get back to health. They argued that that would be the responsibility of the 
UNRRA. It was the task of the UNRRA to rehabilitate and help find family members 
of the DPs by serving as an international tracing service.105 
 
§ 2.2. Dr. R. Collis and the Red Cross Organisation 
Before someone was allowed to take children from the DP camp or rest facilities, they 
first needed to get permission. In the case of Collis, he needed to get permission from 
the British Red Cross Society. The British Red Cross Society was responsible for all 
DP children from Belsen, because Belsen was part of the British zone. They decided if 
and where the children should go. Some researchers even argued that the Irish 
government only accepted refugees into Ireland with support of the ICRC.106 To get 
permission one had to meet a list of criteria before the children could be taken out of 
the Red Cross rehabilitation and rest facility in Sweden. This meant firstly that the 
Belsen children needed to be as healthy as possible – not suffering from an acute 
serious condition or posing a health risk to others – before they were allowed to leave. 
These medical controls were imposed shortly after the liberation in order to prevent 
the spread of infectious diseases, such as TB (Tuberculosis).107 Secondly, for each child 
the British Red Cross Society needed to be presented with proof that they were a full-
orphan and that there were no living family members, before the children were allowed 
to leave. The ICRC preferred female members as claim-maker; allocutions made by 
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male relatives were considered with suspicion. The policy of the ICRC was clear, only 
bona fide orphans could be adopted. This all depended on the credibility of the story 
of the children.108 
The credibility of the refugee played an important role in determining whether 
or not the children could be taken out of camp Belsen. In some cases where it was not 
unclear whether children still had living close relatives, they could not be handed over 
for adoption, since their parents or other relatives could still turn up.109 There was a 
problem with this attitude, because much of the already limited information that the 
ICRC had assembled in relation to the background of the orphans, was not one 
hundred percent reliable. During the war, much of the background information had 
disappeared or was uncertain: information such as birth certificates or religious origins 
were either burned or falsified.110 A good example is Zoltan’s statement that his father 
had died, while there were no official records of the death of his father. His report 
made by the Red Cross Society [see below] shows that his father’s death had not been 
registered and that it was unclear if he was still alive.    
       
 Zoltan Zyn, 1.8.1939, Groß lomnitz, Slovak, Half Jew    
 Edit Zyn, 1.2.1937, Groß lomnitz, Slovak, Half Jew    
 Father Adolf Zyn, to Ravensbrück, then to Sachsenhausen   
 Mother Ilona Zsabor, died in Belsen, April 1945    
 Grandmother Ilona Zsabor in Nere      
 Last address: Groß lomnitz      
 Have been in Ravensbrück and Belsen. 111 
 
In the case of Zoltan, his statement later proved to be true, but there were also cases 
where children claimed things that were not true: either because they were too young 
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to remember or because they had been taught during the war to give wrong 
information.112 According to the Red Cross reports on the Belsen children it was 
unclear whether or not Zoltan and Edith’s father was still alive, therefore they were 
classified as ‘very probable orphans’.113 This meant officially that Collis had to look for 
their father to guarantee that nobody would come to claim them later on.114   
As a result of the lack of reliable information organising papers was 
complicated. It is evident from the memorandums of the United Nations that 
organising papers for survivors and refugees was very chaotic. Not all countries were 
prepared to issue passports or papers to refugees, especially if they were stateless. 
Many Jews, with exception of German Jews, were stateless as a result of the 
Ausbürgerungpolitik of the Nazis: it was a policy to denaturalise those who were not 
perceived as ‘volksdeutsch’, part of the German ‘people’. Post-war governments were 
scared that if they issued papers they would become responsible for the (stateless) 
DPs. Therefore only several international institutions issued ‘official papers’, but these 
papers were not uniform or universally accepted. Each organisation issued its own 
papers with different information. So even if you had ‘official’ papers these papers did 
not guarantee a smooth entry into a country. In 1946 the UNRRA, later the IRO, tried 
to simplify the situation by setting up an agreed and uniform system of travel 
documents for all refugees. ‘It contains several features which have been included in 
the interest of the refugees, e.g. it is in booklet form, has a cover, and contains 32 
pages, thereby allowing a sufficient number of pages for visas.’115 Reasoning was that 
by implementing lay-out rules, officials would be able to easily recognise official papers 
and therefore bona fide refugees would be accepted, and dishonest refugees would be 
rejected.116 
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Less than a year after arriving, in June 1946, the special children of Collis were ready to 
leave Sweden. Zoltan Zinn describes the trip to Ireland as follows.  
 
All we had was a piece of paper with our names on it. Bob was such a big wheel 
in London and an even bigger wheel in Ireland that he thought legal 
requirements did not apply to him. But just in case, he made it clear to the nurse 
that should anybody get too official, it would be quite in order for her to blink, 
blush, be bashful and even shed a tear or two. The nurse, God blesses her, 
agreed to do all these things as and if necessary.117 
 
In reality the children did have some papers. The Red Cross Organisation helped 
Collis to arrange the required papers, insofar as documents could be arranged. The 
information on the papers was concocted. For example the date on the birth 
certificates of Zoltan and Edith Zinn had been made up. The Czech nationality of 
Zoltan and Edith made for an even more complicated situation; it made it difficult to 
obtain papers, even after they had been accepted into Ireland. This is evident from 
what Collis wrote about a possible visit with Edith to Czechoslovakia in 1947: ‘If I 
succeeded in getting a passport to enable to travel to Czechoslovakia, it was quite 
possible I would not be able to get her [Edith] out again.’118 So with concocted papers, 
a chance of dying, and a chance that family members would claim the children, the 
Belsen children arrived in Ireland. 
 § 2.3. DP children as the future of society 
When discussing the best solution to the lost children problem, economic value, 
ideological and utopian ideas played a major role. On one hand, were DP children seen 
as a burden to society. Countries were hesitant to accept DP children as they would 
contribute nothing to society. DPs were expected to only cost money, especially the 
children who were still in the camps after the liberation. These children were seen as 
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damaged: either physically or mentally. Contribution was important because a lot of 
European countries had to rebuild and therefore could not carry a heavy burden.119 
On the other hand, were DP children seen as a new start: they had to build the new 
society. A good new family would be able to solve the war-traumas of the DP children, 
as the power of family life would nourish them back to health.120 Collis supported this 
idea: he argued that the Belsen children would be healed by love that only a ‘family’ 
could give. But family was not only important to the child, but also to politics. Within 
society there are two collectives: the nation and the family. Totalitarianism had tried to 
break the concept of family in order to bind people. The success of totalitarian regimes 
was determined by the connection people felt towards the nation. Belonging to the 
nation meant that they could belong to no other; not to God, not to their family and 
not to themselves. One had to be loyal to the collective, in this case the nation. 
Destructing the family was a step towards broadening the basis of the ‘new order’. It 
allowed the youth and women to fight against the heads of the family, who belonged 
classes that were against the revolution.121 
Western Europe felt that they had to undo this and reconstruct the family. Only 
then society would be able to move on; the reconstruction of the traditional family 
would take care of denazification, democratisation and would smother communism. It 
should be noted the Soviet Union was against the move of children from Poland to 
‘the West’. They were afraid of losing the younger generation, who should carry and 
build communism. Some researchers argued that the younger children had no 
nationality, or nationalistic feelings and that that should be treasured. The children 
should be raised without any nationalistic sentiment so they could objectively assess all 
countries. M. Mazower argued that it would strengthen Europe and a possible 
European cooperation, since the lost children would be able to offer resistance to ‘the 
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nation’.122 Nowadays it is argued that totalitarianism failed to break the concept of 
family, but in the period after the war this thought was very much alive, certainly in the 
Western part of the world.  
 
§ 2.3. Overview 
In short the war had made many victims, some of whom where orphans. A lively 
discussion on the Jewish DP question arose. The discussion was political, but also 
philosophical: these children represented the future and how they would be raised 
could determine the future of western society. 
 
Table 2. The Jewish DP question 
Actors UNRRA ICRC Catholic 
Church/Pope 
AJDC/Jewish 
agency  
Collis 
Parents 1 1 1 1 1 
(Distant) family members X 2 3 2 2 
Non- Jewish family (safe 
houses) 
X X 2 4 3 
Orphanage (in Jerusalem) X X 4 3 4 
 
(1=Best option; 4=least preferable option; X=Ambiguous) 
 
Table 2 shows that the international actors (UNRRA, ICRC, Catholic Church and 
Jewish organisations) in the debate, did not agree on the best solution for orphaned 
children. The UNRRA is ambiguous and tries to please everyone; the Catholic Church 
is in favour of children being raised by their former Catholic safe house families; and 
the Jewish organisations are in favour of raising them as Jews. The difference can be 
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explained, by looking closer at the debate and which of the actors valued certain 
aspects. The discussion focussed on several aspects: economy (Who is going to pay for 
these children in need?), humanitarian (Who is going to help children in need?), 
responsibility (To whom did these children belong?), and religion (Should the DP 
children be raised in the religion of their parents or could they be raised in any 
religious environment?). The Jewish organisations for example valued Religion; they 
wanted to preserve the Jewishness of the DP Children. The same goes for the Catholic 
Church, which wanted to make sure that the DP children would get a good religious 
education, but also defended the Catholic safe house families, who would lose the 
children they had cared for in hiding after the end of the war. 
!
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CHAPTER 3 The Irish Immigration Policy 
 
§ 3.1. Historical context: Ireland between 1939 and 1945 
While the European continent was at war, the Irish government had implemented a 
policy of neutrality. Through this policy the Irish Free State, later known as the 
Republic of Ireland, managed to avoid the full horrors of the war: the bombing of 
cities and the holocaust, but that did not mean that the Irish survived the war 
unscathed. The war had made the problems of the urban poor more visible: the 
population in the cities had risen, there was a greater house shortage, lower wages, and 
food shortages.123 These problems showed the failures of the Government, which was 
not prepared for war. The war planning had been uncoordinated and misinformed; 
instead of an all out effort to prepare the economy, the planning fell short. The 
required measurements – price control, rationing, and stockpiling of raw materials– 
were not put into action.124  
While the Irish Jews did not experience the horrors of Nazi Germany, they did 
experience some form of anti-Semitism in Ireland. Some researchers argue that while 
there was an unwelcome attitude towards Jews, this attitude was not different from the 
attitude towards other foreigners.125 It did not help the position of the Irish Jews that 
there was little knowledge in Ireland of what happened on the continent. As a result of 
the policy of neutrality a strict regime of censorship was implemented: newspapers, 
telegraphs and continental postal communications were censored. It kept most 
members of the public in a state of oblivion and therefore the knowledge about the 
Holocaust was minimal. This applies to a lot of other (European) countries. It is 
unclear how many people were actually aware of the Holocaust. This topic, how many 
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people actually knew about the Holocaust, has become the centre of an intense 
debate.126  
While officially being neutral, Ireland was unofficially very indulgent towards the 
Allies. They offered help were they could. Some might even call Ireland an ‘un-neutral 
neutral’127, which makes one wonder why the Irish government did not become part of 
the Allies of World War II. But it should be noted that the Irish also have helped the 
Third Reich during the war, so it is unclear how un-neutral the neutral policy of 
Ireland was. There are several explanations for the neutrality policy: Ireland wanted to 
avoid the war and its consequences, they did not possess the right army equipment and 
importantly full war participation would risk the newly acquired independence and 
sovereignty of Ireland.128 Staying neutral was a right of independent countries and the 
Irish Free State should make use of this right. Éamon de Valera, the Taoiseach [prime 
minister of Ireland] stated that it was in favour of the Irish ‘people’ that the 
Government officially did not pick a side: ‘it was only natural that the Irish people 
“should look at their own country first and should accordingly, in looking at their own 
country, consider what its interests are.”’129 This attitude of protecting the Irish interest 
remained visible after the end of the war.  
 
§ 3.2. The Irish immigration policy by law between 1945 and 1948 
Before the immigration policy between 1945 and 1948 will be explained and analysed, 
it is important to understand how policy-making and politics in Ireland operated. Until 
1949, when the Republic initially was acknowledged, the Head of State was the King of 
Great Britain. The Taoiseach supported the Head of State. The Taoiseach, was and still 
is in contrast to the Head of State, indirectly elected. From 1937-1947, 1951-1954, 
1957-1959 this role was assigned to De Valera. The Government was led by the 
Taoiseach and consisted of 15 ministers. They formed the executive power. The 
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executive power was complemented by the legislative power and the judiciary power. 
The legislative power was in the hands of a bicameral parliament, and the judiciary 
power in hands of the Chief of Justice and the Supreme Court.130   
In the case of immigration policy it meant that the Department of Justice, which 
was responsible for the incoming and outgoing persons, had to establish an 
immigration policy, based on existing legislation approved by the parliament. The 
policy had to be based on the Aliens Act of 1935 and the Nationality and Citizenship 
Act of 1935. This formed a legislative framework through which all issues regarding 
non-nationals had to be preceded.131 This framework became problematic in 1945. The 
legislative framework appeared to be outdated: in the Aliens Act of 1935 refugees were 
classified as aliens. As a consequence, the post-war immigration policy did not 
specifically take war refugees into account. Refugees were an underdeveloped 
concept.132 The definition of an alien was formulated very broad. ‘In this Act “alien” 
means a person who is not a citizen of Saorstát Éireann [Irish Free State].’133 No criteria 
were established on which refugee-applications should have been determined, only 
some rules about naturalisation were documented.  
 
 3. – (1) Any person who is not a citizen of Saorstát Éireann [an Alien] 
may apply to the Minister in the prescribed form and manner for a 
certificate of naturalisation. 
  
 (2) Every person who applies under this section for a certificate 
of naturalisation shall furnish to the Minister, in his form of 
application or otherwise, all such information as the Minister 
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shall, in such form or otherwise, require for the due 
consideration of such application.134 
 
What ‘required information’ entailed is unclear, but the Nationality and Citizens Act of 
1935 offers some ‘pointers’ on which the minister of Justice had to assess 
naturalisation-applications.  
 
(3) The Minister shall not issue to any person a certificate of 
naturalisation unless or until he is satisfied–  
 
(a) that such person is of good character, and 
 
(b) that, save as is otherwise provided by this Act, such person resided 
continuously in Saorstát Éireann for the period of one year expiring 
on the date of his application for such certificate and also resided, 
during the eight years next preceding the said period of one year, in 
Saorstát Éireann for a continuous period of four years or for a 
number of discontinuous periods amounting in the aggregate to four 
years, and 
 
(c) that such person bona fide intends, if and when such certificate is 
issued to him, to have his usual or principal place of residence in 
Saorstát Éireann, and 
 
(d) that such person has made, in the prescribed form and manner, a 
declaration of acceptance of citizenship of Saorstát Éireann.135 
 
The quote above shows that just as the Aliens Act of 1935, the Nationality and 
Citizens Act of 1935 does not offer solid requirements; the requirements are vaguely 
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formulated and offer the possibility of different and personal interpretations. 
Therefore, one can argue that the legislative framework offered the possibilities to 
implement either a very strict or a very liberal policy. A strict policy is what the 
Government – during and shortly after the war – chose to implement. The 
international discussion put pressure on governments to take in war-refugees. It 
stimulated a discussion on the implementation of the legislation regarding 
immigration.136 Central to this discussion was the question ‘how liberal should the Irish 
immigration policy be?’  
 
§ 3.3. Irish political landscape between 1945 and 1948 
To get an idea of the discussion it is important to know which political parties made 
up the political arena between 1945 and 1948, the period in which the discussed 
immigration policy was formulated and implemented.  
 
Table 3. Election Results (30 May 1944) 
 Party  Seat share Seats Vote share 
FF Fianna Fáil  55,1 % 76 48,9 % 
FG Fine Gael (Family of the Irish) 21,7 % 30 20,5 % 
None No party affiliation 8,0 % 11  
CnT Clann na Talmhan (party of the 
land) 
6,5 % 9 10,8 % 
Lab Páirti Lucht Oibre (Labour Party) 5,8 % 8 8,7 % 
NL National Labour Party 2,9 % 4 2,7 % 
  100 % 138  91,6 % 
Source: ‘National Election in Ireland (30th may 1944)’, http://parlgov.org/stable/data/irl/election-
parliament/1944-05-30.html, as seen on 15 December 2014.  
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§ 3.3.1. Government 
As the table above shows the Fianna Fáil party, also known as the ‘Republican Party’, 
was the biggest party in the parliament after the elections of 1944. They formed a 
majority government. Fianna Fáil is an example of a classic populist party, which is a 
party that seeks to attract votes from all levels of society by focussing on the 
‘reassertion of the nation’s sovereignty’ and the achievement of the ‘freedom that our 
people may live happily and rightly, freedom to make this nation of ours in well-being 
and noble doing.’137 This was a nationalistic attitude. International relations and 
external influences played a submissive role and were often discouraged. The stance of 
the Fianna Fáil was to protect the newly gained freedom of the Republic of Ireland 
and its citizens, without ruining any external relationships, especially the relationship 
with the rest of the Commonwealth.138  
§ 3.3.2. Opposition 
The largest party in the opposition was Fine Gael, also known as the ‘Family of the 
Irish’. It was a merger of two nationalistic parties. Their goal was to protect the Irish 
community as a whole, while improving the international relationship especially with 
Great Britain. They advocated for an independent, united Ireland (Republic of Ireland 
and Northern Ireland) within the framework of the Commonwealth. Because Fine 
Gael consisted of two former nationalist movements, the party attracted individuals 
with anti-Semitic ideas, but it is said by Keogh that they did not support these ideas.139  
The rest of the seats of parliament were divided among smaller parties, who 
represented specific, often regional groups. Firstly, there was the Labour Party, which 
was set up to act as the political arm of the trade unions. It was in their interest to 
protect the Irish economy and the (economic) position of the working class. They had 
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a national focus.140 Secondly, there is the Clann na Talmhan, also known as the Party of 
the Land. They represented the farmers, more specifically the farmers of Western 
Ireland.141 Thirdly, there were the Páirti Lucht Oibre and National Labour Party, who 
both represented the working class.142      
The main goal of most of the political parties was to protect the sovereignty of 
the Republic of Ireland and to put the needs of the Irish people first. Ireland should 
only offer help if it was beneficial of the Irish Republic.  
§ 3.4. Discussion and implementation of the immigration Policy: The Parliament  
The refugee problem was discussed in the Irish Parliament; House of Commons also 
known as the Dáil Éireann. More than once parlementarians asked when the children in 
need of care and recovery would arrive and if they had already arrived.143 The 
questions show a special attention to the number of refugees. More than once the 
members of parliament asked how many refugees and children of which nationality 
had arrived or would arrive in Ireland.  
 
Mr. Flanagan [member of the Dáil Éireann on behalf of the Monetary Reform, 
later Fine Gael144] asked the Minister for External Affairs if he will state the 
number of French and Polish children who have come to this country recently, 
also the number and nationality of any such children.145  
 
The questions asked in parliament concerned the arrival of large groups of refugees. 
These groups consisted of large groups of Catholics from Poland and children from 
France and the Netherlands.  
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The reoccurrence of questions shows that despite attempts to liberalize the Irish 
immigration policy, the arrival of refugees from the continent had not accelerated. The 
lack of accelaration of the numbers of refugees, while there was an increase in asylum 
applications, gives the impression there were problems with the arrival of the children.  
 
Mr. Blowick [member of the Dáil Éireann on behalf of the Clann na Talmhan] 
(for Mr. Finucane) asked the Minister of External Affairs if he will state when 
the German children, whose care in this country arrangements have been made, 
will arrive here; and also whether there are any obstacles delaying the arrival of 
these children, and if so, what are these obstacles.146  
 
The response of De Valera shows that there should be no problems. ‘Practically all the 
necessary arrangements have now been made, and it is hoped that the first party of 100 
German children should arrive in the near future.’147 The answer of De Valera does 
not settle the issue. If there were no practical problems, what was then the actual 
problem? The questions being asked in Dáil Éireann, during the following month show 
that there may be external problems in force. This was in June 1946, the month in 
which the Belsen children arrived in Ireland.  
 
To ask the Minister of Foreign Affairs if any further progress has been made, 
since his last statement, in the matter of receiving, into this country, a number of 
destitute Polish and German children; and if he will state if the delay in 
perfecting the arrangement is due to a ban placed on the scheme by certain 
controlling authorities on the plea that such children, if sent here, might become 
contaminated by Western Christianity.148  
 
‘Certain controlling authorities’ could refer to a few things. Firstly it could refer to the 
Jewish society which, as mentioned in Chapter one and two, was not always in favour 
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of the adoption of Jewish children by families practising a different religion. This could 
also apply to Protestant institutions. They both feared that the adoptive child would be 
forced to take the religion of the ‘adoptive’ parents. The second option is that ‘certain 
controlling authorities’ refers to communist regimes, which held power in eastern 
Europe. Because emphasis is put on ‘Western Christianity’ the chances are high that it 
refers to the latter option instead of the former. The minister of Foreign Affairs of 
Ireland argued that there was no element of truth in the question and that the children 
would arrive soon. The arrival of the children also brought other questions and 
concerns. For example, the Irish government was trying to modify child-allowances. 
During this debate, the position of potential child refugees was also discussed.  
 
We had to discuss that particular aspect of it and it was discussed during the 
course of the debates here and in the Seanad – what were described as refugee 
children, children brought over here for safety purposes because of the war 
conditions in Great Britain. It was not intended that the children’s allowance 
should be paid in respect of these children. It was only intended to pay it in 
respect of children ordinarily resident in this country.149 
 
The potential arrival and stay of these refugees received much interest from the media, 
especially during the last month of 1945 and the first month of 1946. The attention 
decreased until June 1946. In June 1946, almost simultaneously with the arrival of the 
children from Belsen, the attention towards refugees from the continent increased. 
Several questions with regards to child refugees were asked. A good example of the 
growing interest is the speech of De Valera, in the Dáil on June 19th 1946. In his 
speech he states the following regarding offering relief to the European continent. 
  
Let me emphasize again how small is the volume of stuff that we can send to 
Europe, as compared to the need that exists, particularly in that part of Europe 
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referred to by the Taoiseach, from the Rhine to the Russian border, but that we 
should say to Europe that we would take their children, Catholic, Protestant, 
Jewish or any other religion that they may be and that we make no apology for 
naming their categories in terms of religion, because, being a Catholic nation, we 
take them in the full realisation that our duty to them will not end with feeding 
them, clothing them, but that we will take precautions, in so far as we can, to 
ensure that our Jewish fellow countrymen will look after the spiritual needs of 
such Jewish children, that our Protestant countrymen will concern themselves 
with the spiritual needs of Protestants and that our Catholic majority will look 
after the welfare of such Catholic children as are entrusted to our care.150  
 
In a speech, made a year earlier, he mentioned nothing about the possibility to take in 
children, but with this speech, De Valera, introduces and encourages Irish families to 
take in refugee children. In the past it had been discouraged partly based on the fact 
that there was no legal support for adopting children. The speech of De Valera ignores 
this; instead he presents an ‘un-official’ solution for the adoption problem: as long as 
the receiving parents has the same religion as the children, there should be no 
problem. The timing of this speech is remarkable: it is made three days before the 
arrival of the Belsen children and in the midst of lots of articles about their arrival.151 
After June 1946 more questions mentioned the arrival of all refugee children, while 
previously the attention was almost only limited to Catholic refugees. 
§ 3.5. Discussion and implementation of the policy: Interdepartmental discussion 
Besides a discussion within the parliament, there was also a interdepartmental 
discussion. Within a government there are often disagreements between departments, 
as the departments represent different interests. Each department has a different 
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approach.152 The interdepartmental discussion gives a insight into why the promised 
arrival of refugee children took time.  
The Department of Justice, which was responsible for the Irish immigration 
policy, called for a congress in September 1945 to discuss the revision of the 
immigration policy. Adapting the policy was urgent, because in autumn of 1945 a large 
group of DPs was ready to leave the DP camps.153 In a proposal of the Department of 
Justice on the admission of refugees from the continent, resulting from the conference, 
it was stipulated that the Irish government should be prepared for the refugee 
problem, which according to the Department of Justice meant the arrival of the 
following refugees; 
 
[t]he refugees who may expected to seek admission are likely to be mainly Polish, 
Hungarian and perhaps Austrian Catholics of the “upper classes” who are 
unwilling to live under the present regimes in those countries. The persons who 
may be expected to seek permission to come here for periods of rest and the 
recuperation will mainly be French, Belgian and Dutch, including relatives and 
friends of Jewish residents here.154  
 
The general consensus was that the Irish Government should adopt a liberal attitude 
towards the refugee problem, or as the Department for Industry and Commerce would 
describe it ‘a liberal policy on a highly selective basis’.155 To a certain extent this was 
true. The proposal of the Department of Justice offered possibilities and solutions for 
refugees that are listed by the Government as part of the refugee problem, but their 
description of the refugee problem ignored certain refugees, such as DPs. The fact that 
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this large group is ignored was questioned by the Department of External Affairs: they 
want to encourage the Government to open its doors to displaced persons, but little 
was done with these remarks. The debate on immigration policy continued to focus on 
the mentioned groups.156  
3.5.1. Cold War 
The definition of the refugee problem does refer to the Cold War conflict, as it 
addresses ‘“upper classes” that are unwilling to live under the present regimes in those 
countries.’157 ‘Present regimes’ refers to the post-war development in eastern Europe 
where parliaments had been disbanded and replaced by left-wing dictatorships, which 
left no room for self-governing institutions and some would eventually become part of 
the Soviet Union.158 Under these regimes, the position of the upper class was 
threatened. Czechoslovakia was the exception; it was the only ‘eastern’ European 
country where these regimes were not established, instead a multiparty democracy had 
taken root.159 Therefore Czechs were not seen as potential refugees. In accordance 
with the Cold War mentality (West vs. East) the Department of Justice and 
Department of External Affairs showed sympathy towards the opponents of 
communism. Refugees from central and eastern European countries where resistance 
movements existed were allowed to stay permanently, while refugees from western 
European countries had to leave Ireland after a certain period.160  
While upper-class refugees from Communist regimes were welcome in Ireland, 
politicians feared that there were spies among these refugees. A good example of that 
fear is the debate about the arrival of 100 Polish students and the establishment of a 
Polish institute. The Department of Justice stated the following about these plans: 
‘There was a danger that such an institute would become or would be represented as 
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an agency for political propaganda.’161 Political propaganda refers to pro-communist 
messages that would be distributed among the students of the Polish institute. They 
doubted the motives of the refugees. It should be noted that this not only goes for 
refugees from central or eastern Europe; the credibility of aliens from Great-Britain 
was also doubted.  
 
3.5.2. Foreign relations: Foreign policy, neutrality and independence 
The Department of External Affairs argued that helping refugees was needed to 
maintain and improve international relations.162 But the rest of the Government 
showed little regard for immigration policies of other countries, except for the British 
immigration policy. The British policy was closely watched, partly because the Irish 
immigration policy was based on the British policy, as a remnant of the days when 
Ireland was not independent, but also because they did not want to upset its 
relationship with Britain. Noteworthy is that refugees who had first sought shelter in 
Great Britain were not welcome in Ireland. Or as Keogh writes, the conclusion of the 
interdepartmental conference was that if any refugees are to be admitted to Ireland, 
‘the person admitted should be homeless from the continent rather than persons who 
found refuge in Great-Britain.’163 They were afraid that Brits would move to Ireland 
and threaten the Irish independence from within society, and that they would enrich 
themselves at the expense of the Irish people.164  
The need to protect the independence was not only applicable to the 
relationship between the Republic of Ireland and Great Britain, but also important for 
the relationship between Ireland and other countries. Help was often provided through 
international cooperation, as a means to sharing the potential burden. The Irish 
government wanted to avoid international cooperation as much as possible, because 
international cooperation could jeopardise the newly acquired independence and 
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sovereignty of the Irish Republic. When asked about joining the United Nations the 
minister of External Affairs and the Taoiseach, De Valera said: ‘I still think that the 
situation is not sufficiently clear or the time ripe to make a decision. There is nothing 
to be gained by haste. So far as I am aware, no neutral country has yet applied for 
membership.’165 As a consequence of the reluctant attitude of the Irish Department of 
External Affairs towards helping refugees and cooperating, Ireland was not part of 
international co-operations like the UNRRA to help refugees. They were not a 
participant in the United Nations High Commission for Refugees (UNHCR) in 1950 
and took no part in the establishment of the International Convention on Refugees in 
1951.166 Because they were not part of any international cooperation they were also not 
required to take in refugees as part of a international agreement.  
3.5.3. Religion vs Anti-semitism 
Catholics had a greater chance to be allowed to stay permanently. Other religious 
groups were often only accepted for a short period of time, and only if they had 
friends or families in Ireland. Catholics were preferred over Protestants, and Jews were 
clearly excluded. ‘It is in the policy of the Department of Justice to restrict the 
immigration of Jews.’167 One of the explanations for this attitude is that there was a 
limit to the number of refugees, often because there had been a large influx of certain 
groups of refugees in the past. For example, Ireland had taken in 150 non-Aryans of 
which 100 non-Aryans stayed permanently.168 The term non-Aryans was used by the 
Department of Justice and likely refers to Jews, as the term is probably a legacy of the 
racial policy of Nazi Germany. The increase of Jews was not wanted: by allowing 
different religious groups the homogeneous feature of Ireland could be at risk (see fig. 
3). The Department of Justice wanted to keep the population homogeneous (Catholic) 
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for as much as they possibly could. By allowing different religious groups the 
homogeneous feature of Ireland could be at risk.169 
 
Fig. 3. Persons of each religion at census 1946 
 
Source: ‘Table 1A: Persons of each religion at each census- 1881 to 1961’, Census Report 1946 
vol. 3 (1946), http://www.cso.ie/en/media/csoie/census/census1946results/volume3/C,19 
46,V3,Pt1,T1abc.pdf, as seen on 15 September 2015.  
 
In the case of Jewish refugees the departments were scared that it would stimulate anti-
Semitism. The Government articulated their concern for social unrest: ‘The wealth and 
influence of the Jewish community in this country, and murmurs against Jewish wealth 
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and influences are frequently heard. As Jews do not become assimilated with the native 
population, like other immigrants, there is a danger that any big increase in their 
numbers might create a social problem.’170 By keeping the Jews from entering Ireland 
the Department of Justice argued that they would prevent anti-Semitism – although 
this stance can also be seen as the opposite: an anti-Semitic attitude.171 The language 
used in the official statement and in the parliament shows it was not solely a religious 
problem towards Jews. 
 
 ‘We have let the Jewish grip get hold on us. I have nothing against 
them, but they have got a hold and some Government in the future 
will have to smash it’172  
 
‘The immigration of Jews is generally discouraged.’173 
 
These two examples show there was aversion towards Jews. There was a fear among 
some Irish politician that the Jews would not adapt but instead would take over 
powerful positions in society and enrich themselves at the expense of the poor Irish. If 
one looks at the formulation of the refugee problem, one will notice that one group is 
missing; it ignores Displaced Persons, such as Jews – who can be seen as the most 
distinctive group of victims of the Holocaust. The only mention that is made about 
Jews is the fact that ‘friends and family of Jewish residents’ would be welcome for a 
short stay. The large group of Jewish DPs and refugees who were still living on the 
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European continent were either consciously or unconsciously ignored as part of 
refugees for whom Ireland should prepare itself.174  
 
3.5.4. The person 
Refugee 
The description of the refugee problem shows there was a preference for certain 
nationalities. The nationalities that were not mentioned in the description of the 
refugee problem, did not receive any attention in the discussion on immigration policy. 
There were countries of preference: Poland, Hungary, Austria, France, Belgium, and 
the Netherlands. To an extent the selection overlaps with the religious preference of 
the Irish government. All selected countries, except for the Netherlands, were 
predominantly Catholic countries.175  
A religious preference could not have been the sole motivators. If religion was a 
sole motivator why was Czechoslovakia, also predominantly Catholic, not mentioned 
and why were Catholic refugees from other central and eastern European countries 
not addressed? Looking at the Cold War rhetoric could provide an answer to this 
question. Refugees from central and eastern European countries [Austria, Hungary and 
Poland] are allowed to come and stay in Ireland for a certain period of time.176 In 
paragraph 3.4. it is mentioned that German children were accepted into Ireland. This is 
to some extent remarkable. The Irish government had decided that DPs and other 
refugees coming from Germany would not be welcome. It is not quite clear why these 
refugees were accepted, probably because they were children and they were, according 
to the government, Catholic. But one must also not forget that while the Irish 
government had not openly supported the Third Reich, they also never turned their 
backs to the Third Reich, they even offered condolences for the death of Hitler. 
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Because of the position of the Irish government during the war, several countries 
regarded Ireland’s providing aid to Germans with distrust and scepticism, therefore the 
official refusal of German refugees, while in practice admitting these refugees, could be 
seen as a attempt made by the Department of External Affairs to stabilize international 
relationships.177  
There were other personal features besides religion and nationality that played a 
role in determining whether or not a refugee was allowed to stay. For example children 
and students were easier accepted then adults, as it was argued that they were in greater 
need of help. There was also a difference between genders; more women than men 
were accepted into Ireland, as men would be more useful as labourers, and thus 
contribute more.178 If refugees had friends or family in Ireland they would at least be 
accepted for a temporary stay in Ireland. The government also checked if their 
background story was credible, if they were true refugees or if they were criminals e.a. 
The latter is an argument that is often used to deny Jews (permanent) access into 
Ireland. It was argued that there was a high probability that the Jews would become 
active in the criminal circuit. Jews frequently occurred in court cases concerning gold 
coin cases, which is some form of money embezzlement.179  
 
Receiver(s) 
In the case of child refugees there were also demands on those who would receive the 
children. These criteria were just as important as the refugee person criteria. The DP 
children needed to be placed with a family or an institution such as a monastery. If the 
children were received by an institution there was only one criteria, besides the criteria 
proposed by the institutes themselves, namely being able to financial support the 
children. In case of a placement with an adoptive family, the situation was somewhat 
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more complicated. Until 1952 adoption was illegal in Ireland. There were opportunities 
for unofficial adoptions, which were carried out by religious institutions. These 
adoptions could be seen as a long-term placement in foster care. They were considered 
semi-legal or illegal. These adoptions were mainly Irish children who were adopted by 
families who lived abroad. There was little attention to adoptions within Ireland. Until 
1950, the adoptions were arranged through adoption agencies, which paid little 
attention to the background, family life and the financial position of the adoptive 
families. In politics a discussion took place, which came to a head at the end of the 
1940s, about the legalization and regulation of the adoption process. The politicians 
called for attention to religion, character, social background and financial background 
of the adoptive families. They argued that adoptive children should have the same 
religion as the adoptive family, but there were cases where exceptions could be made: 
if the natural parents agreed that their child was raised with a different religion; or if 
the family is Catholic the adoption should be condoned. Besides religion there were 
other criteria which the parents had to meet. The adoptive parents needed to be at 
least 25 years old, legally married, hetero-sexual, willing to raise the children as their 
own and able to (financial) support the children.180  
3.5.5. Asylum application procedure  
As already mentioned in the introduction of this chapter, the discussion on the 
strictness of the immigration policy and how best the adept the policy was initiated as a 
response to criticism on the immigration policy.181 The Department of Justice and the 
Department of External Affairs argued that the policy was outdated, vague and too 
strict. For example it was unclear what was meant by ‘be able to financially support 
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yourself’. When were refugees regarded as being able to support themselves?182 Due to 
complaints from the parliament and the departments it was decided that individual, 
complex and borderline cases had to be assessed by the minister of Justice, Mr G. 
Boland. This made the immigration policy vulnerable to political pressure and 
prejudice. The vulnerability of the immigration policy increased further because the 
policy had not been carried out systematically.183 Besides Boland, De Valera also 
assessed asylum applications.184 
 
3.5.6. Humanitarianism v.s. Economical consequences 
After the Second World War the Irish government had been prepared to help the 
European continent rebuild itself. The government just as the Irish Red Cross Society 
and other relief organisations wanted to help the European continent by providing 
aid.185 This meant offering as much as: food, clothes, blankets and medicines. Offering 
more help such as providing shelter evoked different reactions. On one hand, there 
were complaints that providing shelter could damage the Irish economy. On the other 
hand, the Department of the Taoiseach received several letters in which the 
Government was encouraged to offer assistance to asylum seekers. The government 
agreed that it needed to offer assistance to those in need living on the European 
continent. By offering shelter they would relief the suffering.186 The definition of 
suffering was vaguely worded: no reference was made to traumatic experiences or to 
the Holocaust.187  
The description of the asylum problem shows that when discussing offering relief the 
Government referred to giving ‘permission to come here for periods of rest and 
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recuperation’.188 After they had recovered the refugees were expected to leave Ireland 
and either relocate to another country or return home. This way they would not cost 
the Irish society any money. Not everybody agreed, as the letter of the Women’s 
Workers Union written to the Department of the Taoiseach shows. ‘A serious 
responsibility upon a neutral nation such as ours. It is a terrible thought that the health 
of these children should be built up with no further hope for them than to send them 
back to a country stricken with famine, disease and floods.’189 The Department of 
Justice agreed that it would be harsh to send home the refugees who were admitted 
into Ireland. If refugees had built a life for themselves (a job, house, family) and had 
been integrated into the Irish society it would become easier for them to stay without 
getting into trouble. When refugees did not integrate or in case of bad experiences with 
integration of certain minorities in the past, the Government was inclined to act 
tougher.190    
The big worry among the departments was that if one refugee would be 
admitted into Ireland many others would follow; they feared the risk of precedents. 
Therefore, in order to minimise the chance of the arrival of a large number of refugees, 
a limit was proposed. The Department of External Affairs was of opinion that Ireland 
should make a contribution to relief the suffering on the continent by offering to 
admit a limited number of refugees to stay ‘temporary’. They realised that the 
temporary stay would in all likelihood mean a permanent stay in Ireland. The 
Department of Justice assumed that of the limited number of people who came to 
Ireland via the official route – about two-thirds – would permanently remain in Ireland 
if they were not deported. De Valera suggested Ireland should take in 1000 refugees, 
but the Department of Industry and Commerce opposed this plan. They were scared it 
would cost the Government too much. They argued that Ireland should allow a limited 
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number of a total of 250 refugees, but that ‘it would be most undesirable to open the 
door even to the limited number of refugees suggested’.191  
The Department of Industry and Commerce argued providing help was fine as 
long as the Irish economy and society did not suffer. This attitude makes for a strained 
relationship between providing aid and protecting the Irish economy. De Valera said 
the following about the willingness of the Irish to help: ‘No relief efforts should be 
allowed [to] damage Ireland’s own economic needs.’192 This attitude is reflected in the 
policy of the Irish government. Protecting the economy was a much-used argument in 
defending the strict immigration policy and reforming it. Though the Department of 
Industry and Commerce agreed that the continent needed help to rebuild, they were 
not willing to pay. They needed the money to solve domestic problems (housing 
shortage e.a.), which had become apparent as a result of the war.193 While they agreed 
that Ireland should offer refugees a place to stay, they state explicitly that the Irish 
government would not pay for their stay. ‘[The Department of Justice] expected that 
various societies (including the Red Cross Organisation), interested in the relief of 
refugees would provide sufficient money to finance the scheme.’194 The Department of 
Industry and Commerce stated that ‘It would be no advantage to allow an alien to 
come into this country if maintenance were likely to become immediately a charge on 
the Public Assistance Authorities [welfare authority].’195  
The proposal of the Department of Justice argued that migrants were only 
allowed a temporary stay if they were: students, businessmen on a desirable business 
visit, tourists on a holiday, and workers taking up employment. In all cases it is 
remarked that the migrants ‘will be able to return to their own countries’ and they 
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needed to be able to take care of themselves.196 If the refugees were able to support 
themselves, it would mean that they would not burden the Irish society. Only when 
‘the Department of Industry and Commerce certify that the services of the aliens are 
so valuable as to justify their acceptance as permanent residents.’197 Indirectly, the 
Department of Industry and Commerce promoted an even stricter immigration policy 
by stating for example that:  
 
As regards the admission of refugees who may be in the category of employers, 
as distinct from employees, the Minister would point out that the control of the 
Manufactures Acts, 1932 and 1934, were enacted in an effort to ensure that 
industries established here would be controlled by Irish Nationals. It is desirable, 
in his view, that the principle embodied in those Acts should apply also in 
respect of Alien refugees who may wish to establish business here.198  
 
Mr. Walshe, representative of the Department of Industry and Commerce, pressed 
that refugees did not and should not have permission to require land. The collection of 
land meant influence and marked a permanent residence, therefore only temporary 
lettings or leases would possibly be considered. Refugees in positions of power –this 
meant either refugees who had money, owned a private company [factory], had a 
interest in politics, or were landowners– were not desirable.199 This policy was an 
inheritance of Irish independence and the anti-British policies of the 1930s and further 
limited the attractiveness of Ireland for immigrants and especially for Jewish 
immigrants who were known as entrepreneurs. Or as Capt. Giles Patrick, member of 
the Dáil for Fine Gael, formulated: 
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I am not out to attack anybody, but what I say is quite true. There is not a decent 
shop in Dublin that is not owned by a foreigner. (…) Foreign money is coming 
in and taking over the city. The poor Irish people are hewers of wood and 
drawers of water for the big monopolists. We shall have to stop that type of 
development.200 
 
As mentioned above there was a fear that too many foreigners, especially Jews, would 
cause public unrest, as there was a fear that refugees would take away their jobs, 
houses and eventually even their wives. Potential public unrest as a result of the 
admittance of certain refugees was a reason to decline some asylum seekers.201  
          
§ 3.6. Overview 
In short, despite heated discussions on the liberalisation of the immigration 
policy, the policy remained rather strict. Refugees were only welcome for a 
short period of time, either to recover, to rest or to regain strength. After this 
period the refugees were expected to travel further or return to their country of 
origin. Their stay in Ireland should be paid either by (relief) organisations such 
as the Irish Red Cross Society, by private individuals or by themselves. Either 
way, the Government was not willing to contribute, even though they felt the 
pressure to help refugees. This friction of interest between providing aid and 
protecting the economy, is evident from the proposal drawn up by the Department of 
Justice in November 1945 as a result of a conference between all the Departments. All 
departments argued that they protected the Irish society and its neutrality, sovereignty 
and independence, but their ideas on what was needed to differed. One side there was 
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the Department of Justice and the Department of External Affairs who wanted to 
liberalize the policy into a more efficacious and humanitarian policy. On the other side 
there was the Department of Industry and Commerce who wanted to maintain the 
status quo and limit the number of refugees.  
 
Table 4. Pro arguments for accepting refugees 
Argument Framing of the issue Actor 
Conflict/Cold 
War 
Upper classes who are unwilling to live 
under the present regimes. Bona fide 
refugees are accepted.  
Department of Justice 
Foreign Relations Accepting refugees is needed to prevent 
international problems, to maintain a good 
relationship with Great Britain, and show 
that Ireland was not inferior.  
Department of External 
Affairs 
Criticism Policy was old and needed to be renewed. Department of Justice and 
Department of External 
Affairs 
Humanitarianism  Permission to come here for periods of rest 
and recuperation. After they had recovered 
the refugees were expected to leave Ireland 
and relocate. But if they had adapted to 
Ireland, they would not be exported.  
Department of Justice, 
Department of External 
Affairs, and (Department 
of Industry and 
Commerce) 
The person Students and children who were educated 
with friends and family in Ireland would be 
accepted. Countries of preference were: 
Poland, Hungary and Austria (permanent), 
or France, Belgium and Netherlands 
(temporary). 
Department of Justice 
Economy Certain skilled or/and educated refugees 
could be a contribution to society.  
Department of Justice and 
Department of Industry 
!
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and Commerce 
 
Table 5. Con arguments for accepting refugees 
Argument Framing Actor 
Cold War They were scared of refugees who were 
spies wanted to spread communism in 
Ireland. 
Department of Justice 
Foreign relations Ireland must defend its newly gained 
independence and sovereignty. Ireland 
needed to remain neutral, therefore needed 
to cautious of any form of international 
cooperation. 
Department of Justice and 
Department of Industry 
and Commerce 
Anti-Semitism There was a stop on non-Aryan (probably 
Jewish) refugees. There was a high 
tendency that there would criminals among 
them. Jews were unwilling to integrate and 
would take over society. 
Department of Justice and 
Department of Industry 
and Commerce 
The person Refugees who were different would less 
likely be accepted. Jews, criminals and 
uneducated workers would be declined to 
stay in Ireland.  
Department of Justice and 
Department of Industry 
and Commerce 
Economy There are already enough refugee in 
Ireland; max 250 refugees. Refugees could 
harm the Irish economy and position of the 
Irish ‘people’ (as a result of unemployment 
or housing shortage). 
Department of Industry 
and Commerce 
 
The way the issue of refugees was framed shows that that there was a preference for 
certain refugees. Refugees from certain nationalities, mostly eastern European, would 
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be accepted. Besides making a distinction between countries the Irish government also 
differentiated between immigrants for business, educational or family purposes. 
Refugees with economic motives, such as business, were met with suspicion. Adult 
migrants without specific qualifications or relationship with Ireland would in most 
cases be refused. When the refugee was a child the receiving family also had to meet 
requirements. On the basis of the preferences of the departments a description for the 
ideal refugee according can be made. The ideal refugee is described in the following 
table.   
 
Table 6. Ideal refugee according to the Irish Government 
 Government (ideal) 
Nationality/Country 
of origin 
Economically rather prosperous countries, with a predominant 
Catholic population, under – in case of central/eastern Europe – 
dictatorial (communist) control. Hungary, Poland and Austria.  
Religion Followers of Christian faiths. Preferably Catholics. Non-Jews.  
Age Students (and children, if the receivers are able to take care of the 
children).  
Health As healthy as possible; only to gain strength 
Finance Refugees should be contribution to society, able to take care of 
themselves and not burden society. 
Length of stay Temporary 
Size group Small 
 
 
!
!
!67!
CHAPTER 4 Policy in Practice: Belsen Children vs the 
Immigration Policy 
 
All actors make use of arguments to frame an issue and achieve their goal. Some 
arguments were more successful than others. The question is how did Collis and the 
Belsen children handle the immigration policy? Which arguments were used to 
circumvent the system?   
 
§ 4.1. Class, fame, friends, knowledge and resources 
It was well known in the DP camps that with the right connections and attitude a 
leeway could be found and a lot could be arranged. Tara Martz writes that Levinson [a 
former inhabitant] stressed how important personality was in getting things done. She 
argued that if you knew people in positions of power half the battle was won. Without 
these talent to make connections one was lost in Belsen.’202 Collis possessed these so-
called talents and used them in his favour, even when he would be scrutinised for the 
connections he had made. For instance, not long after his arrival in Belsen, he was able 
to make friends with the former Hungarian officers of the concentration camp. The 
Hungarian officers had brought horses along with them to Bergen-Belsen and by 
socialising with these officers he was able to go horse riding at Belsen in his spare 
time.203 If Collis wanted he was able to make friends with anybody. This attitude 
helped him bring the Belsen children to Dublin. Suzi describes Collis as followed: 
 
Dr. R. Collis was one of those people who did not ask any questions but just did, 
and because of that a lot of people did not like him, he stood on a lot of toes. If 
he had asked permission [through the official way] to bring us to Ireland, we 
would have never gotten into Ireland, but he didn’t ask anybody, any questions. 
He just arrived. “Here we are, and as we are here, well, what are you going to do 
!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
202 Martz, Open Your Hearts. The Story of the Jewish War Orphans in Canada, 92. !
203 B. Shephard, After Daybreak. The liberation of Belsen 1945 (London 2005) 141-142. !
!
!
!68!
about it? They are going to stay here.” If he had asked anybody permission at 
that stage I think the answer would have been “no”. It is only now that Ireland 
truly recognises the Holocaust [and its victims].204  
 
It fits a story H.S. Hogerzeil told me, about that Collis had struck a friendship with De 
Valera and that he, during a dinner in spring 1946, had told De Valera that he would 
take the children to Ireland whether De Valera liked it or not.205 It also matches with 
Zoltan’s description of Collis. 
 
He is such a self-assured man that he brought into Ireland, five children without 
any papers, travel documents or whatsoever and said “We’ll worry about that 
when we get there”. And he done it, he arrived in Ireland with these five 
children.206 
 
Collis had the right attitude and due to his work for the British Red Cross Society, it 
was not an issue to receive some sort of ‘official’ documents for the children; they 
were more than prepared to help arrange some papers for the children. He describes 
this as followed.  
 
Then the problem of ‘papers’ was discussed. To most people the difficulties of 
securing visas for a group of children of uncertain nationality, or no nationality at 
all, would have seemed quite insurmountable, but the Swedish lady [an employee 
of the Swedish Red Cross] swept them aside. If it was agreed that this was the 
right thing to do, it must be done. That was all. Regulations and officials must be 
overcome somehow.207  
 
Collis quotes, in his book The Ultimate Value, an employee of the Swedish Red Cross 
Organisation who was in charge of arranging papers.  
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It will naturally involve difficulties. I don’t in the least know how I can get them 
the necessary papers. Should anything happen, and the boy [Zoltan] die on the 
way, questions might be asked and so on; but I feel –I feel inside myself that they 
should go to you in Ireland.208 
 
Even though Collis had been able to take children with him, he needed and wanted to 
have more information about their past after he arrived in Ireland, before he would be 
able to fully adopt the children and accept the children into his family.209    
 Collis tried to get more information about the children, but this proved to be 
more difficult than he expected. Thanks to Hogerzeil, he had been able to receive 
some information about the background of the children. Hogerzeil had made many 
useful international contacts, as she after her work in Belsen had gone to work at the 
headquarters of the United Nations in New York and Inter-Governmental 
Commission for Refugees in London.210 Collis writes that there ‘she heard that 
Zoltan’s grandmother was still alive in the foothills of the Tatra mountains, part of the 
Great Carpathian mountain barrier in northern Slovakia bordering on Poland.’211  
In the past Collis had met Jan Masaryk. This connection proved to be very 
useful and important for Collis. Jan Masaryk was the son of the former President of 
Czechoslovakia Tomáš Masaryk (r.1918-1935) and was a politician himself. He was 
minister of Foreign Affairs. There are two different stories on how these two had met. 
Collis writes in his book that he and Hogerzeil had been to Czechoslovakia before; in 
July 1945 they had been part of a quest to bring 1500 dying people home to 
Czechoslovakia from Belsen. During this stay in Czechoslovakia they had met Jan 
Masaryk and became friends. The other story is that Collis had met Jan Masaryk even 
earlier during the war, in a bomb shelter in London and that this was where they 
became friends. ‘It happened that he had spent a night hidden in an air-raid shelter in 
London with the then Prime Minister of Czechoslovakia. (…) he and Bob got on like a 
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house on fire.’212 I’m willing to believe the former story, since the first story is written 
down by Collis, and the latter is told by Zoltan, who was not present at the time and 
only heard the story from others. Another reason why the latter story is rather unlikely 
is that the story doesn’t match the facts. Zoltan speaks of the ‘Prime Minister of 
Czechoslovakia’, but Jan Masaryk was never Prime Minister. It could be that Collis had 
also become acquainted with the Prime Minister of Czechoslovakia, were it not that 
Zoltan refers to a defenestration, which can only be linked to the death of Jan 
Masaryk.213 Either way it is certain that, Collis and Jan Masaryk became friends. And 
Jan Masaryk played an important role in finding a home for former Czech DPs. As 
minister of Foreign Affairs he was responsible for issuing documents to stateless 
persons and presenting information to refugees.214 The IRO writes the following about 
his role in the rehabilitation process of refugees.  
 
Request for the tracing of relatives are dealt with in collaboration with the Czech 
authorities, UNRRA and the International Red Cross. Liaison is maintained with 
them on general questions also as well as with voluntary societies such as AJDC. 
Dr. Zelmanovits has, during the period under review, had discussions with, 
amongst others, Monsieur Jan Masaryk, Minister for Foreign Affairs and 
Monsieur Girardet, the Swiss Minister in Prague.215 
 
So when Collis had the chance to ask Jan Masaryk for help, he seized the opportunity 
with both hands. Jan Masaryk invited him and Hogerzeil for a visit to meet Zoltan and 
Edith’s family.216 He made sure that Russian officers would not bother Collis and 
Hogerzeil, that they had free access to the area so they could visit the grandmother and 
aunt of the Zinn children. They lived in Kezmarok. It was here that Collis briefed the 
Zinn family about what had happened to the children “When I told her how sick 
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Zoltan had been and still was she said: ‘You must keep the children, doctor, only you 
can cure him and look after him. What can I do? The Germans have killed their 
mother and father and the Russians have taken everything.’”217 The family argued that 
Collis had the means to provide the children with a better future, while the family had 
nothing.218  
This is an argument that Collis himself often used to defend his choice to help 
the children. For example in a 1955 letter written in relation to compensation claims 
made by several former inhabitants of Bergen-Belsen against the West German 
government, he emphasised the health of the children. He argues that Zoltan and 
Edith had been severely damaged and because of that they needed proper care and 
education, which could be best provided in Ireland.219 Collis was fortunate. Even 
without any financial compensation Collis had the knowledge and the money to take 
care of the children, especially to care for the very ill Zoltan, while their family in 
Slovakia was poor. It did not help that Czechoslovakia was heavily hit by the war and 
needed to rebuild itself.220  
 
§ 4.2. Adoption legislation  
Collis got permission from Zoltan and Edith’s family to adopt the children. While he 
did have the permission of the family to adopt Zoltan and Edith, he still needed to get 
approval of the Irish government. Due to the difficult adoption law this could be a 
problem. As previously explained the Irish government only approved adoptions if the 
parents had the same religion as the adoptive children, if the adoptive parents were 
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older than 25, a heterosexual couple and able to take care of the children. Suzi explains 
the adoption situation as followed. 
 
They [Collis] adopted Zoltan and his sister, because Zoltan was only half Jewish. 
So they could adopt him, but we were properly Jewish. Half Jewish means that 
the father of the children was Jewish, not their mother. Our religion goes from 
the mother, so he wasn’t really regarded as Jewish. So that’s how they adopted 
them and a Jewish family adopted us.221 
 
This quote implies that the children were adopted, but in practice this was not true, as 
the Belsen children and Collis did not follow the same religion; Zoltan and Edith were 
partially Jewish and baptised as Presbyterians, while Collis followed the Irish Church. 
Zoltan explains this as followed:  
 
‘And the laws in Ireland at the time, when they did have adoptions laws, stated 
that the child and the parents had to have the same religion. And Bob was a 
good protestant of the Church of Ireland, while Edith and myself were half Jews, 
and Presbyterian which meant that he could never adopt us.’ 222 
 
One can argue that both parties were Protestant and that it should not have been an 
issue. This makes me wonder whether there was another reason why the children were 
not adopted. I suspect that it did not help that when it became legally possible to adopt 
children Collis’s marriage was in a difficult situation; Collis had continued his love 
affair with Hogerzeil and in 1953 she turned out to be pregnant. To adopt children you 
had to be a couple and Collis was during this period busy to divorce his first wife. 
Divorce was still frowned upon. It was seen as a scandal and damaged the position of 
Collis within society.223  
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§ 4.3. Jewishness v.s. Irishness  
There is evidence indicating that Collis and Hogerzeil were aware of the importance of 
the origins of the children and that they ‘played’ with it. As a translator Hogerzeil was 
responsible for writing reports on the background of the children in Bergen-Belsen. 
These were brief reports. In one of the first versions of the report on Zoltan and 
Edith, mostly likely written by Hogerzeil, it is written that they were half-Jews. In the 
second version ‘half-Jew’ is crossed out and in the final report on the children arriving 
in Sweden, the remark ‘half-Jewish’ has completely disappeared.224 The alterations may 
be due to a change in the definition of Jew/Jewish or how Zoltan and Edith identified 
themselves, but it is noteworthy that Zoltan and Edith are the only children on the list 
with this remark and the list still contained other half-Jews.225 Although Collis was 
never able to adopt the children he did raise them as his own, as Irish children.  
While listening to interviews with Zoltan, Suzi and Terry [previously Tibor] 
Molnar it becomes clear that being as Irish citizens meant forgetting their past. ‘I think 
my, our parents must have decided amongst themselves that it was better (…) for us 
not to meet up with them [Collis’s, Zoltan and Edith], meeting up with them would 
have brought up the past and could have upset us’226 The interview with Zoltan shows 
that it was Collis idea to separate the children. ‘It would be better, according to Collis, 
to act like it never happened; the war would go away eventually. I was in Ireland 
becoming an Irish boy, only now I can think about what happened to me.’227 Zoltan is 
the only one grateful for this approach. ‘The approach to keep us apart is a fairly good 
one. If we had been together we would have kept Belsen in front of us the entire time. 
I don’t know if I had been able to have a normal live then.’228 He was the youngest and 
thus had the least vivid memories of life before the war and the war itself. The lack of 
memories could have made it easier for him to move on and to learn a new 
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language.229 Remarkably, when listening to the interviews with three of the Belsen 
children it becomes apparent that Zoltan has the strongest eastern European accent 
while speaking English.   
Being raised as Irish was not just a decision of the ‘adoptive’ parents about how 
to raise their children, but it was also a reflection of the Irish society. ‘We were taught 
nothing about the Holocaust in Ireland. For years the Holocaust was not 
mentioned.’230 It should be noted that the idea of forgetting the past, which is not a 
typical Irish characteristic, should not only apply to Jewish children, but to all 
European children according to Collis. To him it was not just a means to integrate the 
Belsen children, it could also be a way to re-educate society and should be applied to 
all European children ‘(…) the general education would be part of the general re-
education when we would start to teach our children not their hereditary enemies, but 
of their common heritage handed down to them from Plato, Leonardo, St. John Cross, 
Rembrandt, Shakespeare, Pasteur, Shaw, Tolstoy, and all the rest.’231 In practice 
‘forgetting the past’ meant more than ‘just’ forgetting the Holocaust, it meant 
forgetting the country and culture of origin and their native tongue. They had to 
assimilate; they had to learn to speak English and to become familiar with the Irish 
culture. ‘The Hungarian person in us died when we went to Ireland. We had to try and 
become Irish, which we didn’t because we had a foreign accent and we did not look 
Irish. We had to try and mingle in, but we always felt like an outsider.’232  
 
§ 4.4. Overview 
Collis did not meet the basic requirements, but he met other requirements that were 
considered to be of importance in this case. Besides money, he had a useful social 
network. Because of his role as a public figure, participant of social health conferences 
and writer of opinion forming pieces, he received attention from the press. The media 
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attention increased as a result of his involvement in Bergen-Belsen. ‘I sat up till late in 
his tent [Colonel James Johnston, senior Medical Officer of Belsen and director of the 
Camp II hospital facilities] writing an article for the British Medical Journal to tell the 
people at home what was happening in Germany.’233 This piece in the British Medical 
Journal would become a vital part of the testimony of Colonel Johnston at the Belsen 
trial and the attention of the media would prove to be helpful in bringing the children 
to Ireland.  
!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
233 Collis, To Be a Pilgrim: The Autobiography of Robert Collis, 105.!!
!
!
!76!
 
CHAPTER 5: Irish newspaper attitude towards Jewish refugees.  
 
Generally speaking news and politics are often connected and intertwined. On one 
hand, journalists have the power to place issues, which are often difficult or a taboo, 
on the political agenda by making them part of the public discussion. On the other 
hand, journalists often report on decisions, actions and motivations made by political 
actors.234 How closely Irish politics and journalism were connected and intertwined 
becomes apparent when we focus on the active efforts of politicians to influence the 
newspaper coverage. For example, as mentioned before, the policy of neutrality was 
maintained through a policy of censorship. After the war, the Government wanted to 
retain some influence over the newspaper coverage, therefore they established the Irish 
News Agency (INA). The goal of the INA was to create news that would paint Ireland 
and the Irish government in a positive light.235  
 
§ 5.1. General attitude towards refugees 
On the 22nd of June 1946 the five Belsen Children were flown by Aer Lingus to Dublin 
Airport. The Irish press had gathered at the airport to capture the arrival of this 
particular group. Terry says this about their arrival: ‘We [the Belsen Children] were 
brought to Ireland as I said as a group of five children by the Collis’s and there was a 
big press occasion at Dublin airport (…)’236 The arrival of these children does not 
seem newsworthy, but it was. Until the arrival of the Belsen Children hardly any 
former concentration camp inhabitants had come to Ireland. A photo opportunity was 
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organised for, as Collis describes, ‘newspaperman, who by this time had heard the 
news that there was a story to be secured.’237  
 
Fig. 4. Picture of the arrival of the Belsen children in Dublin 
 
 Source: ‘Children from Belsen Camp Arrive’, Irish Press (22 June 1946) 7.  
 
Zoltan describes the scene at the airport more extensively:  
 
There was a press photo taken at the airport which is now called the Belsen 
children photo. Like us it is taken out every ten years or so, digitally enhanced 
rather than dusted and polished, and put on display. In some ways it is an 
unfortunate photo. The other children look pale and wobbly, as if they could 
throw up at any time and it looks as if Bob is resting his arm on Edith’s head. 
But there it is; it cannot be changed now. How strange that history records so 
often misses the truth completely. On the other hand it is all right with me. I am 
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the contented looking bundle in the plaster cast being carried by two rather 
attractive young women.238  
 
As the anecdote of the arrival of the Belsen children shows there was a lot of attention 
in the media for the arrival and stay of these refugee children. But the Belsen children 
were not the only refugee children to receive attention. As explained in the 
introduction, 110 articles were written between April 1945 and January 1950 on 
refugee children. Before going into the specifics of these articles it is important to 
make a few general statements: there is a remarkably little difference between how the 
different newspapers write about the refugee children. The articles written between 
April 1945 and December 1945 describe in particular the situation on the European 
continent and offer suggestions for aid. The options of help that are mentioned are 
offering assistance in the form of financial aid, sending aid workers, medicines, clothes 
and food packages. Initially, the newspaper articles deliberated whether adopting 
children, as was offered during the war, was still needed. The general impression was 
that the war was over and that everybody on the continent would go on with their 
lives.239 From September 1945 onwards, journalist began to use more and more  
humanitarian arguments. The articles focused on the question whether the refugee 
children should stay in Ireland to recover. This was partially due to the fact that a small 
group of French children, with a strong connection to Catholicism, had arrived at the 
end of the summer 1945. Some people wondered if even more children should come, 
as a way to protect the children on the continent against the forthcoming winter.240 In 
these articles the departure of the children back to the continent was not mentioned 
and no explicit descriptions of their physical and mental condition were given, instead 
the articles focussed on how properly integrated these children were. For example, the 
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articles highlighted the fact that these children tried to learn the Irish language.241 
Besides French children there was another group that received attention in the press: 
Polish and German children. The German children came to Ireland with the help of 
the organisation ‘Save the German Children’. The articles about the children and this 
organization emphasis that it was a ‘non-political and purely humanitarian’ project to 
help poor and starving children.242 Any hint of political motivation was minimized in 
the press, while during the founding meeting it was stated that on the bases of pro-
German feelings and hatred towards Britain one must try to end the British influence. 
They should see to it that the children would raised as Germans. Their Catholic 
german background was emphasized. During this meeting it was also stated that is was 
undesirable to bring German children of Jewish descent to Ireland.243  
Journalist focussed on personal features of the refugees, but did not refer 
prominently to the religion or Jewish background of the refugees. The first articles did 
not mention the religion of the children, but focussed on the nationality of the 
children. This not only applies to newspaper articles, which are framed in a certain 
way, but also to Letters to the Editor.244 A possible explanation is that journalist and 
writers of Letters to the editor – members of the public – deliberately ignored the 
Jewish suffering or that the Jewish victims were still so ill that they were not able to 
travel. The latter is not true because the Belsen children for example were already able 
to travel to Sweden in July 1945. Another reason for ignoring the religious background 
could be because the first groups of children were cared for in monasteries and thus 
would receive a Catholic education, therefore the previous religion of the children was 
of less importance. Any relation to the Catholic religion was appreciated.245 
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Fig 5. shows five peaks. The first peak is visible after the end of the war when more of 
the war stories became known to the public; the second peak is visible in December 
1945 when there were plans to bring a group of Polish children to Ireland. As far I 
know this group did not arrive until august 1946. The third peak was in June 1946 
when the Belsen children came to Ireland. There is some media-attention between 
March and June 1947, which is the period in which Franz Berlin, the last of the Belsen 
children, arrived in Ireland and the potential arrival of two hundred Jewish children in 
Clonyn Castle is discussed. See paragraph 5.2. for information about these children. 
The fourth peak becomes visible when the two hundred Jewish children of Clonyn 
Castle actually arrive in Ireland. And the last peak, January 1949, is when the two 
hundred Jewish children of Clonyn Castle leave for Israel.246 
 
Fig. 5. Newspaper Articles selected on subject (1945-1950) 
 
 
 
Some authors of the Letters to the Editor use humanitarian arguments. They focused 
on how best to help the refugees who were still on the continent. They indirectly saw 
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offering help as a way to stop the mass-immigration from the continent.247 They also 
offer criticism on the policy and the application process, as they compare the Irish 
immigration policy to policies of other countries. Offering help was presented as a way 
to show they were not inferior to Great Britain. ‘The fact that the people of Great 
Britain are giving more liberally of their scarcity should be an incentive to us in Eire 
[Ireland] to come forward with renewed help out our comparative abundance for 
Europe’s multitudes.’248 But the policy of Great Britain also met with criticism, or as 
somebody else put it: ‘British housewives cannot manage on a ration of 2,800 calories, 
yet the Field-Marshal would not take food from England to raise German rations 
above the level of 1,000 calories.’249 There were also letters concerning the possible 
arrival of Jewish refugees from the European continent to Ireland.. The Catholic 
Herald shows that there was a discussion about how the Catholic Irish should deal 
with the arrival of Jewish children. One of the questions was whether these children 
could and should be raised as Jews or as Catholics, in response to the news that Jewish 
children had been converted during the war. It presents a rather anti-Semitic attitude.  
      
For it is a very grave misuse of hospitality to sever, or attempt to sever, a child 
from the faith of its fathers, when in sorrow and loneliness it is unable to 
withstand the most subtle sort of persecution, the suggestion that one is 
“different.” True conversions are not brought about by such means, which the 
end will never justify.250  
 
This respond followed this statement:      
 
For foster-parents religion is less a question of official membership an 
attendance at services in a certain “persuasion”, than of family-life and home. If 
the upbringing of a child in the religious atmosphere of a home is decried as 
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“persecution”, there is little chance that Catholic families will take a greater 
interest, than they do at present, in the reception of orphans from the 
concentration camps.251  
 
The issues that played a part in the discussion on whether Jewish children could be 
placed into Catholic foster homes are essential for the Irish attitude towards 
welcoming Jewish children. The general idea was that those of Jewish descent should 
be raised as Jews.252 It should be noted that some exceptions were made; Jewish 
children such as the Clonyn children, who had been exposed to the Catholic faith were 
accepted into Ireland. Having another religion is used as a specific argument to exclude 
Jewish children from being able to stay in the Republic. 
Most articles published between January 1945 and January 1950 were written 
about the arrival and stay of refugee children in Ireland. The articles about Jewish 
children focus on large groups, rather than small groups. The Belsen children were one 
of the first small groups of (partially) Jewish child refugees receiving media attention. 
Of the 62 selected newspaper articles about Jewish refugees, 29 articles focus on the 
Belsen Children and Collis, while the remaining 33 articles discuss other Jewish 
refugees.  
 
§ 5.2. Children of Clonyn castle 
Most of the remaining 33 articles were written after the arrival of the Belsen children 
(June 1946) and focus on Jewish children who would eventually find shelter in the 
Jewish Home for Refugee Children at Clonyn Castle in Delvin in 1947. A probable 
explanation for the considerable attention for these refugees is that it meant the – 
temporary – stay of around two hundred Jewish children, and because high officials 
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visited the children: the minister of Health Dr. Brownie and the Commonwealth Chief 
Rabbi Dr. I. Brodie. They both paid visits to the castle on several occasions.253   
The articles about these children show several striking aspects. Firstly, when the 
plan to buy Clonyn Castle to rehabilitate Jewish displaced persons was first mentioned 
in the newspaper, there was no reference made to the fact that it would be a home for 
children. ‘[The Castle] has been acquired for the housing of Jewish refugees, and is 
being renovated for the purpose.’254 This is remarkable, because as was shown in the 
previous chapter, from a political point of view the arrival and stay of children was 
better received than the arrival and stay of adults. The articles show that there was fear 
for public unrest and not everybody was happy with the arrival of Jewish children. 
Two weeks prior to their planned arrival an attempt was made to set the castle on fire. 
Not a single remark was made in the Irish newspapers whether this was a deliberate 
action to stop the Jewish children from arriving, while an international newspaper 
stated that it was deliberate: ‘Local investigators attributed the arson attempt to 
resentment over the use to which castle will be put.’255 Ignoring that the incident could 
have been deliberate implies an anti-Semitic attitude. There were also people such as 
Mr. T. Lenihan who preferred to see that Clonyn Castle would become a sanatorium 
for TB patients. This could have been aimed at the inhabitants of the DP camps, 
where a TB epidemic was raging. But the articles clearly state that the Castle should be 
used for Irish TB patients; there was a relatively high percentage of TB patients living 
in Dublin’s slums.256 Two efforts had been made to realise this and to prevent the 
arrival of the Jewish children, before the Jewish society had been allowed to buy the 
place.257 Statements about finance counter the objections of society. In almost every 
article it is stated who financed the stay of these Jewish refugee children. ‘They are 
cared for by members of the Jewish community in Ireland and by the Chief Rabbi’s 
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Religious Emergency Council.’258 Noteworthy is that most articles do not report that 
the stay of these children is partially paid for by an organisation situated in Great 
Britain.259 Any ties with Great Britain are minimised. Besides finance, there was litlle to 
no attention for who would receive the children. 
Secondly, in all articles about these children the duration of their stay is 
mentioned. It was emphasised that they were only there temporarily. For example, 
when the stay of the Jewish children in Delvin is announced the following is written: 
‘Clonyn Castle, near Delvin Co. Westmeath has been acquired (…) as a temporary 
home for orphaned Jewish children from Europe. (…) [Education] will be carried out 
in lines to fit for a return to Europe.’260 Despite the short stay of most orphans, it was 
emphasised that the children would not be a ‘pig in a poke’. The day after the arrival of 
these children in Ireland each of the researched newspapers published an article about 
a football game in which the children took part. The attention is focussed on their joy, 
health and on how normal they were. ‘All the children were medically examined before 
coming to Ireland and are described as being organically fit (…)’261 According to 
Walaardt’s model this should have been a reason to decline the admittance of the 
children, but in the Irish situation it helped their case. There fear was a that these 
children were so damaged by the war that they would not be able to function normally 
or that they would be so ill that they would only cost money and could not make a 
contribution to society. It was feared that ultimately the Irish government had to care 
and pay for them. In the following quoted article it is stressed that these fears were 
unfounded. ‘The [minister for Health] toured the castle and one of the children read an 
address to him which, in English, asked him to thank his Government for providing 
such a home for them in the beautiful country where they hoped to grow up and play 
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their part as citizens in a better world.’262 This quote was supported by a photograph of 
the football team that was arranged by the children of Clonyn castle.  
 
Fig. 6. Picture of the Clonyn castle children 
 
Source: ‘Jewish Orphans are glad’, Irish Press (08 May 1948) 7.  
 
On this photo the children are very happy; they are laughing and holding toys. They 
look like normal children. One can conclude from the quote that in spite of the 
agreement on the length of stay, they, the children, hoped they could remain in Ireland. 
This was not the case. Just as their arrival, their departure towards Palestine received 
much attention.263  
Thirdly, the authors had in the more extensive articles lots of attention for the 
background of the refugees. The authors stressed that these children were not so much 
different from Irish children; they spoke some English, and were very much aware and 
familiar with the Catholic faith and its traditions, more familiar than they were with the 
Jewish religion. ‘The children concerned are orphans from Poland and other eastern 
European Areas who had been taken care of by Christian –mostly Catholic– families. 
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Many children were hidden in Catholic convents (…).’264 Not once was the Jewish 
background of these children ignored, even in the shorter articles the focus lies on that 
the parents of these children had died in the concentration camps. 
Fourthly, while it is not mentioned in the newspapers articles about Jewish child 
refugees it is important to note that there were several newspaper articles published 
that expressed a fear for Jewish refugees, often published in close proximity of articles 
about the children. There was a fear that there would be terrorists and criminals among 
the Jewish asylum seekers. They were thought to be very aggressive. Articles that 
expressed these fears were often published in close proximity to articles about Jewish 
child refugees.265 
   
§ 5.3. Belsen children 
A month before the children of Collis were due to arrive, newspapers like the Sunday 
Independent, Irish Press and The Irish Times started to write about their planned arrival. 
They began to write about the children because Collis had mentioned his journey to 
Belsen during a discussion on ‘Child Conditions in Europe’, an annual meeting of the 
Committee of management Children’s Sunshine Home. This marked the beginning of 
a true media circus. While these articles and the meeting mostly talk about the living 
conditions of the Irish children, the focus of the articles lies on the Belsen children, 
with titles like: ‘Eire will receive Belsen children’, ‘Belsen children are coming here’ and 
‘Belsen Camp Children Coming to Ireland’. In all these articles the first two paragraphs 
are devoted to the Belsen children.266 
Long before Collis had decided to bring the children to Ireland, he combined 
the situation in Ireland with the situation in the DP-camps. ‘He said we did not know 
yet how well off we are in Ireland. It was a long way from Dublin into that fantastic 
!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
264 ‘Young Jewish Refugees for Ireland’, Irish Press (10 May 1947) 4.  
265 For example see: ‘Terrorist’, Irish Independent (14 November 1946) 4.!!
266!‘Eire Will Receive Belsen Children’, Sunday Independent (26 May 1946) 1. ‘Belsen children coming here’, 
Irish Press (27 May 1946) 6; ‘Belsen Camp Children Coming to Ireland’, The Irish Times (27 May 1946) 6. !
!
!
!87!
world known as Europe. Germans are starving.’267 One can wonder whether he was 
preparing the Irish to help Jewish refugees and if he had consciously involved the 
media in the arrival of the children in Ireland, but it is clear that the media attention 
was helpful in helping the children pass through customs.  
 
The Emigration Officer took the pile of passports from the nurse. He took up 
his stamp. The reporters closed in. Some sort of head official now intervened. 
He was very cross. He suggested that the Press might have had more 
consideration than to worry this nurse and these poor children. He made an 
order that they should immediately be put on the plane. The other official hastily 
stamped the papers without scrutiny.268  
 
In an article published in 1953 in a women’s magazine, Collis writes that he had to ‘get 
through the excited throng of people, including the newspaper journalists, who by then 
heard that there was a story to be secured.’269 Not once his own reports – whether his 
letters, articles, book or his autobiography – show that he was surprised by the intense 
media attention. One can argue that he encouraged the attention. A good example of 
why I think that he encouraged the attention, besides the fact that he was not surprised 
by the presence of journalist on the airport, is that he staged the arrival picture (see 
figure 4) of the Belsen. The picture gives the impression that Collis was carrying the 
children off the plane, as a hero who saved the children and that he arrived with them 
in Dublin. In reality, Collis was not a passenger on the plane. He waited for them at 
the airport.270 Another striking feature of the articles is that they all seem alike; so 
much that one can wonder whether the news syndicated through a press release. 
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Collis also tried to influence the narrative in the newspaper by linking the experiences 
of war-damaged Europe with the suffering of Ireland’s children. In a radio interview in 
1947, Collis also mentions Belsen.  
 
Despite all the planning, proposing and legislating, the grinding poverty of 
Dublin’s poor cries out to God, declared Dr. R. Collis (…). Those who saw the 
thousands of corpses in Belsen, he said, could not forget the awful menace of 
death (…) we can do nothing better for ourselves than assist our less fortunate 
fellowmen.271  
 
By focussing on the situation of the Irish children in relation to the Belsen children, 
two things are achieved. Firstly, it is implied that the Jewish children are not different 
from the Irish children and secondly, it provides context. It is emphasised how much 
the children in Bergen Belsen had to suffer. The five Belsen children are described as 
handicapped, this is peculiar since only one child, Zoltan, had a physical disability and 
another one, Suzi, had been ill but had recovered before travelling to Ireland.272 
Another possible explanation for why the articles linked the Belsen children to 
Irish children, could be related to the finances of their stay. The hospital stay of two of 
the Belsen children – Zoltan and Suzi – is financed by a fund for poor Irish children, 
Marrowbone Lane Fund.273 In all the articles on the Belsen children it is specifically 
reported that this fund together with Aer Lingus financed their travel and 
accommodation.  
 
Last year he selected half a dozen refugee children to come to Ireland to be 
cared for by the Marrowbone Lane Fund. (…) Aer Lingus afforded the child and 
nurse free transportation which was also granted last June to five other refugee 
invalid children [Zoltan and friends] and their nurse.274 
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Another remarkable aspect is how journalists dealt with the background of the 
children. In the second round of articles, after the initial announcement by Collis, the 
Jewish heritage of the Belsen children is hidden. In one of the articles describing the 
arrival of the Belsen children and introducing them to the Irish public, the following is 
written about Zoltan:  
 
There was no need to ask them to smile as they posed for their photographs, and 
perhaps the happiest of the all was five-year old Zsoltan Zyn, a pathetic little boy 
who smiled continuously as he was lowered from the plane in a wooden frame. 
He is the son of an Austrian Catholic lady who died of typhus in Belsen.275 
 
The emphasis on Zoltan’s, and thus Edith’s Roman Catholic mother is striking for 
several reasons. It is remarkable because the Jewishness of Zoltan’s father is never 
mentioned. ‘These children are: Edith Zyn (7) and her brother Zsoltan Zyn (5), whose 
father was murdered in Sazenhausen [Sachenshausen].’276 In some articles extra 
emphasis is put on the Austrian background of their mother even though no mention 
is made in these articles about their Czechoslovakian background. The concealment of 
the Jewish background of the Belsen children does not only apply in the case of Zoltan 
and Edith, but also in the case of the other Belsen children: Terry, Suzi and Evalyn. 
They are all mentioned by their native countries. ‘Zsuszi Molnar (2,5) and her brother 
Tibor (5) whose mother died of typhus and whose father was last heard of conscripted 
on the Russian front: And Evelyn (5), a little German girl, both of whose parents have 
been killed and of who very little is known.’277 One can wonder why journalists hid the 
fact these children were of Jewish descent. Was it a deliberate choice or was their 
background unknown? Did journalists emphasise the fact that Zoltan and his sister 
Edith were Roman Catholic and therefore no different from the Catholic Irish? Or 
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was ‘Belsen’ a synonym for ‘cruelty to Jewish people’ and therefore no mention of 
their Jewish heritage was needed. This option is the least likely since the Jewish 
background of the children was still explicitly mentioned in articles about other 
children who also had been in Belsen.278  
Another explanation for not mentioning the Jewishness of these children can be 
found in the question: ‘What is a Jew? When is somebody considered Jewish?’ And as 
with the question ‘What is an Irish citizen?’ no clear answer can be given to the 
question ‘What is a Jew?’ The answer to that depends on who is answering the 
question and on the period in which the question is asked. The Nazi-regime had 
defined Jews based on race as follows: A person was regarded a Jew as he had one 
parent or grandparent who was Jewish. Within this definition the Nazi-regimes 
distinguishes between Jews of German or related origin, full Jews and mischling [mixed 
Jews]. The Zinns were labelled by the Nazi-regime as ‘mischling ersten Grades’ and as 
religion Judaism was noted. This is remarkable since they were baptised and were 
raised as Protestants.279 The definition of the Nazi-regime was in this period a generally 
accepted definition and categorisation. The generally accepted rule was that a person is 
Jewish if he or she has a Jewish mother, or if he or she has deliberately chosen to be 
converted to Judaism. The latter rule was and still is not recognized by the Jewish 
Orthodox faith. Zoltan defines himself as partially Jewish, but the interview with Suzi 
shows that generally somebody was perceived a Jew was someone if they had a Jewish 
mother, which Zoltan had not.280 
While this helps us answering the question why Zoltan and Edith were not 
mentioned as Jews, it raises the question why no reference was made to the Jewish 
background of Terry and Suzi [who were fully Jewish] and why all five children were 
presented as Catholics in the newspapers. This is striking since only Evalyn Schwartz 
had some sort of Catholic background, although letters written by Collis show that she 
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was also of Jewish descent.281 Neither pairs of brother and sisters were Roman 
Catholic. Terry and Suzi certainly were not, and Zoltan and Edith were baptised as 
Protestants. They were baptised at the beginning of the war by their grandmother and 
against the wishes of their mother, to make sure that the Germans would see them as 
Christians and not as Jews.282 One can wonder whether Collis tried to hide their Jewish 
background on purpose. By ignoring their Jewishness and making them Catholic, he 
could have made it easier for them to enter Ireland. By ignoring the religion of the 
Belsen children the articles ignored one of the most obvious differences between the 
Belsen children and the Irish children. The smaller the differences between the Irish 
and the Belsen children, the more likely it was that the children would be admitted. 
To minimise the differences between Irish and Jewish children, beside ignoring 
their religion, significant attention was given to their nationality. It was claimed that the 
children would be raised as Irish. ‘That a number of children rescued by Irish men 
from Belsen Camp would shortly be brought to Ireland to be brought up as Irish 
citizens was stated by Collis.’283 This was not the only article in which this is written. 
Even short articles that do not cover more than one hundred words, mention the wish 
of Collis to raise the children as Irish citizens.284 Reading this, one can wonder what is 
meant by ‘Irish Citizen’. What did Collis mean with Irish Citizen? An Irish citizen is 
defined in the Irish Nationality and Citizenship of 1935 as:  
 
(…) the word “citizen” when used in relation to Saorstát Éirann [Irish Republic] 
includes (save where prelude by the context) a person who is a citizen of Saorstát 
Éirann by virtue of Article 3 of the Constitution and when used in relation to a 
country in relation to a country other than Saorstát Éirann includes a subject or 
national of such country and the word “citizenship’ shall be constructed 
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accordingly.285  
 
‘By the virtue of Article 3 of the constitution’ meant:  
 
Pending the re-integration of the national territory, and without prejudice to the 
right of the parliament and government established by this constitution to 
exercise jurisdiction over the whole territory, the laws enacted by the parliament 
shall have the like area and extent application as the laws of Saorstát Éireann and 
the like extra-territorial effect.286  
 
So reading this, the claim to raise the Belsen children as ‘Irish citizens’ could mean 
several things. It could mean that they would live in Ireland and that they would be 
raised as residents of the Republic of Ireland abiding the rules prescribed by law. The 
claim, raised as Irish Citizen, could also refer to being nationalised and receiving the 
Irish nationality. There is a third option. Collis, who at that point still had the intention 
to adopt the children, could also have meant that he would raise them as his own. 
Because he was Irish, he could consider all of his children, whether it was through 
blood or not, to be Irish.287  
The articles also focus on the youth and therefore the innocence of the Belsen 
children. They are described as five little weakened orphans carrying drawings, bright 
coloured dolls and outsized packages of candy, who had been saved by an Irishman. 
The photos published on the day of their arrival reinforced this. When one looks at the 
pictures (see figure 4) of the arrival of these children in the articles, only one doll can 
be seen, there is no evidence of candy or children’s drawings. Most of the children are 
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empty handed.288  
 
§ 5.4. Overview 
 
So how did newspapers deal with the DP children refugee problem? When looking at 
articles published between 1945 and 1950 it becomes apparent that large groups – 
non-Jews and Jews – were not welcomed with open arms. Whether the articles discuss, 
non-Jews or Jews, in all articles it is reassured that the Irish government is not paying. 
There was a tendency in the press to emphasise relations with the Catholic religion. 
This could have been a personal choice of the writers or a choice of those who 
provided the information on which the articles were based. Another striking point is 
that in articles in which the arrival of Jewish children is discussed their health is 
mentioned. In the case of the Belsen children their weak health is stressed, while 
Jewish children of Clonyn castle are described as healthy as can be and the non-Jewish 
children are described as to be only in need of food and clothes. The focus on health 
and religion could be a deliberate choice. It could also be that the religious background 
of the children was unclear, that terminology was debatable or that the connection 
with the Catholic faith was emphasised by the organisers who received children in 
order to ease the process. The same goes for the focus on the length of the stay, 
finance or health. For example, when addressing health, in relation to ailment it calls 
for the reader to show compassion, while focussing on a good health could reassure 
the reader that the children would not burden society.  
In short, the mentioning of religion, nationality, finance, length of stay, and 
departure show that the Irish Press had a slightly different attitude towards Non-
Jewish or Jewish refugee children and towards those who came to Ireland temporarily 
or to stay permanently. The way the refugee children are presented was not only the 
result of the attitude of the press, but also a result of the attitude of the person who 
!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
288!‘Belsen Camp Children in Dublin’, Longford Leader (29 June 1946) 4; ‘Children from Belsen Camp 
Arrive’, Irish Press (22 June 1946) 7.!
!
!
!94!
provided the information. All the characteristics that emphasised the differences of the 
children were ignored.  
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CONCLUSION 
 
How did post-War Ireland react to the arrival of Jewish DP children? The post-war 
Irish immigration policy was rather strict. It had as official goal to discourage the 
arrival of permanent and Jewish refugees. This applied not only to adults, but also to 
children. The children were often very young orphans, who had survived the horrors 
of the war and were still recovering. They were young, innocent and in need of help, 
but nevertheless often refused access. The question is why was the Irish government 
so reluctant to accept these Jewish DP children?  
When discussing the post-war Irish immigration policy, the existing literature 
often discusses only how refugees were treated. If they discuss why a strict policy was 
implemented, researchers often only look at one explanation: anti-Semitism. On one 
hand there are researchers who argue that anti-Semitism did not play a part in 
formulation and implementation the immigration policy. On the other side there are 
researchers who argue that anti-Semitism is the explanation for the strict policy. I don’t 
agree with either side of the discussion. The role that anti-Semitism played cannot be 
denied [for example, in an official motion it is literally stated that the arrival of Jews 
should discouraged], but it is not the only the explanation. The policy was determined 
by not one factor but by a combination of factors. This nuance of the discussion is my 
contribution to existing literature. 
There are several factors. Some are not remarkable, such as protecting the 
‘weak’ economy, cold war rhetoric or humanitarianism, although they do contain some 
typical Irish elements. For example, even though Ireland had been neutral during the 
war, it had suffered. Ireland was poor, there was a high unemployment rate and 
housing shortage. If Ireland could not take care of itself, it would not be able to take 
care of others.  
There are also factors that were remarkable for the Irish situation, such as 
neutrality, independence, and the relationship with Great Britain, Ireland as catholic 
nation, and a class society. First, neutrality; during the war Ireland had stayed neutral, 
and it wanted to maintain its neutrality. Politicians argued that the policy of neutrality 
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had done Ireland no harm in the past. If they accepted refugees, they would pick a 
side, even though it was until 1948 not quite clear who stood opposite each other. This 
factor can be linked to another factor: the independence of Ireland. The main goal of 
most political parties was to protect the sovereignty of the Republic of Ireland and to 
put the needs of the Irish population first. This meant that Ireland should only offer 
help if it was beneficial to the Irish Republic. In order to protect their independence 
and neutrality the Irish government took no part in international collaborations, such 
as IRO and UNRAA. The lack of international cooperation facilitated the Irish refusal 
of refugees, as they were not ‘required’ to accept refugees. The third factor is the 
relationship with Great Britain. On one hand Great Britain was seen a major threat to 
Irish independence with who all relations should be minimized. Some researchers even 
argue that the Irish government was reluctant to accept Jewish refugees because Great 
Britain had been pro-Jews. The idea prevailed that anyone who was anti-Germany, 
must be pro-Jews. But on the other hand Great Britain was also a country that Ireland 
needed and wanted to be friends with and was seen as an example. The policy of 
Ireland was based on the immigration policy of Great Britain and possible adjustments 
were closely monitored. In reality this meant that some refugees were accepted into 
Ireland to maintain a good relationship with Great Britain and to show that Ireland 
was not inferior to Great Britain. The fourth factor was ‘Ireland as a Catholic nation’. 
The arrival of other religious groups would harm the position of Catholics in Ireland. 
Ireland as a Catholic nation would be unfit to host other religions. It would cause 
social unrest, which needed to be prevented. Interestingly enough this argument, even 
though it was an issue in formulating adoption legislation, often was ignored or 
tampered with when discussing the background of the DP children. Possible 
explanation is that children were seen as a ‘blank sheet’, they would take in the 
Catholic faith, as it was the dominant religion. 
There were also practical and external factors that thwarted the immigration of 
DP children. These factors were often problems that occurred between the approval 
and the actual arrival of the children, such as; the situation on the continent was 
chaotic, there was a lack of credible information and ‘official’ papers, and eastern 
European governments were not helpful. And last but not least, in the case of child 
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refugees other, often underexposed, factors need to be considered such as the lack of 
adoption legislation, and the role of ‘religious’ [help] organisations. Help organisations 
such as the Red Cross Organisation or the Jewish agency had specific ideas about how 
to handle DP children and who should be allowed to take care of the DP children. 
These organizations and the lack of adoption legislation ensured that not only the child 
(healthy), but also the parents (heterosexual couple, financial stable e.a.) had to meet 
certain requirements before the adoptive parents would be allowed to take care of the 
children. This is often an underexposed factor, which I deem to be very important. 
The case study of the Belsen children shows the importance of interaction 
between politics on the one hand, and the press and claim-makers on the other hand. 
Just after the war, the Irish government realized that the immigration policy had to be 
adjusted to absorb the flood of refugees. The policy had proved to be vague and 
outdated, as it did not account for the new category of asylum seekers: war refugees. 
Something had to happen, but what was not clear. Adjusting the law was not a feasible 
option, as it would take too much time. A direct solution was needed and could be 
found in the interpretation of the law. The policy was formulated in a way that it could 
be implemented either strict or liberal. How to implement the policy was the cause of a 
heated debate. The Department of Justice had to work with a unworkable strict policy 
and needed to adjust its policy. They were put under pressure by the public discussion 
in the Press and claim-makers. The Department of External Relations wanted to 
accept a certain number of refugees so that the policy would not harm the 
international relations and would seem humanitarian. On the other hand, the 
Department of Industry and Commerce was against the arrival of refugees. Refugees 
would only cost money and drive the native Irish population out of Ireland. The 
departments were in a deadlock; they needed to find a way to circumvent the system, 
without changing the law or creating possibilities for precedents. The room to 
circumvent the system was created in several ways; there were possibilities created 
through the personal interpretation of the legislation and by the way refugee were 
framed within in the media.  
Firstly, personal interpretation was important, as it was decided that the minister 
of Justice should assess ‘difficult’ standalone applications, which did not meet the 
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criteria of the policy. In some cases the Taoiseach assessed the applications. It created 
the possibility to make exceptions. Because the implementation of the policy partially 
depended on personal interpretations, the policy was prone to be favouritism; some 
might even call it nepotism. If a claim-maker had the right connections he would be 
able to influence the assessments the asylum application and to circumvent the system. 
Collis was a strong claim-maker; he was part of the Irish upper middle class and 
because he was a doctor he was a much-appreciated participant in –public– 
discussions. He influenced the public debate either by giving interviews, writing articles 
or taking part in a discussion panel. Due to his presence in the public debate he came 
into contact with other participants, such as several ministers and other public figures. 
And secondly, the framing of refugees in the media played a role. The idea was 
that the arrival of refugees had to be presented in such a way that the decision of the 
Government to make an exception would not provoke social unrest. In the case of 
Jewish DP children this meant that the children were presented as orphans, innocent 
and sick (but not too sick so they would only cost money). When the articles 
concerned children who would ultimately remain permanently, all the characteristics 
that emphasised the differences of these children were ignored. Instead, the articles 
stressed characteristics that would give the impression that the refugee children were 
not so different from Irish children. By underscoring a Catholic relation and their 
potential Irish upbringing any differences and thus their ‘otherness’ was minimised. 
The case study of Collis and the Belsen children shows that the way the Belsen 
children were presented – as non-Jewish children, ill and weak who were in need of 
help, which only Collis could offer – was not only the result of the attitude of the 
press, but also a result of the attitude of the person [Collis] who provided the 
information to the journalist. Collis was able to use his connections and resources to 
rewrite the past of the children, and therefore the way they were framed in the media, 
to influence their present and eventually their future. I argue that the way they were 
represented in the media is similar to the way Collis would present the children in 
official context such as their application to stay Collis was important for the discussion 
on the immigration policy and the framing of DP children: whenever the political 
discussion on refugee children gets a boost, Collis was mentioned in the press.  
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The combination of political documents with autobiographical information of the 
Belsen children and Collis, and the newspaper articles shows that the Irish society, 
despite the strict policy, to a certain extent was willing to help. The actors used the 
same arguments, to either defend a strict or a liberal policy. Economic consequences, 
independence and neutrality were used to defend a strict policy, while arguments such 
as ‘refugees in need of help’, refugees are just like the Irish and the refugees are 
beneficial for Ireland were used to defend a liberal implementation of the policy. The 
newspaper articles show that, just like the government, there was slightly different 
attitude towards Non-Jewish or Jewish refugee children and towards those who came 
to Ireland temporarily or to stay permanently. On the basis of the way the children 
were framed by the Irish government, the press and claim-makers, an ‘ideal’ image [a 
number of criteria that a refugee should meet] be derived. 
 
Table 7. The representation of the Belsen children in media in relation to the ideals of 
the Irish government  
Factor Government (ideal) Belsen Children (in 
media) 
Belsen Children (in 
reality) 
Nationality/Country 
of origin. 
Economically relatively 
prosperous countries 
(Poland, Austria, 
Hungary), with a 
predominant Catholic 
population, with – in 
case of Central/Eastern 
Europe – dictatorial 
regimes. 
Hungarian, 
Czechoslovakian and 
Austrian. The 
articles highlight that 
they would be raised 
as Irish. 
Hungarian, 
Czechoslovakian 
and Austrian. 
Religion Followers of Christian 
faiths, preferably 
Catholic 
Catholic Protestant, Catholic 
and Jewish, but all 
children were of 
partially Jewish 
descent. 
Age Children Children between 
the age of 4 and 7 
Children between the 
age of 4 and 7 
Health Quite healthy; only to 
gain strength 
Ill, all in need of 
care; innocent and 
young. 
Two severely ill, 
three healthy 
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Finance Non-government 
funding: Refugees 
should be able to take 
care of themselves and 
not burden society. 
Marrowbone Lane 
Funds; 
Hospital stay: 
Marrowbone Lane 
Funds. Private 
funding 
Length of stay Temporary Not mentioned Permanently 
Size group Small, without the 
possibility of precedents 
5, with focus on 
Zoltan 
5, with the potential 
arrival of more 
children in the 
future. 
Departure Needed to be 
guaranteed 
Not mentioned Their stay was 
permanent 
 
When one looks at the table one can conclude that the Belsen children in reality did 
not meet the criteria of the Irish government (the differences are highlighted), but the 
way they are described in media does corresponds with the ideal image. Therefore if a 
child refugee or their receiver was able to meet the requirements, or if their story was 
presented in such a way that they met the requirements the chances were high that 
they would be accepted. The better the connections, position within society and 
resources of the claim-maker, the greater the chances were that a refugee would be 
accepted. If a private person had the ability to influence news coverage, they would 
able to influence the political debate, as politics and news coverage were connected. 
The government and policy-makers in return used the claim-makers and the Press to 
see what the opportunities were to loosen the policy without agitating the public 
opinion. In short this means that, claim-makers together with the Press used, but also 
were being used to create the gaps in policy. 
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Appendix 1 
 
Table A1. Data figures 1, 2 & 5: Mentions of refugees in Dáil questions and newspaper articles  
Date  
Dáil 
Questions 
Total Newspaper 
articles 
General 
(help)  
Jews 
(general) 
Jews 
(Clonyn) 
Jews 
(Belsen) German French  Austrian Poles 
Others 
* 
apr-45 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
mei-45 0 3 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 3 
jun-45 0 3 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 
jul-45 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
aug-45 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
sep-45 0 3 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 1 
okt-45 1 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 
nov-45 0 2 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 
dec-45 0 11 2 1 0 1 2 0 0 5 10 
jan-46 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 
feb-46 2 3 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
mrt-46 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
apr-46 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
!
!
!111!
mei-46 0 8 2 0 0 3 2 0 0 1 5 
jun-46 4 10 0 1 0 9 0 0 0 0 1 
jul-46 1 4 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 3 
aug-46 0 4 0 1 0 1 2 0 0 0 3 
sep-46 0 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
okt-46 1 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 
nov-46 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 
dec-46 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
jan-47 0 4 2 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 3 
feb-47 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
mrt-47 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
apr-47 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 
mei-47 0 4 1 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 4 
jun-47 2 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 
jul-47 0 3 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 
aug-47 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
sep-47 0 3 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 3 
okt-47 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
nov-47 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 
!
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dec-47 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 
jan-48 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
feb-48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
mrt-48 0 4 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 4 
apr-48 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
mei-48 0 5 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 5 
jun-48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
jul-48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
aug-48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
sep-48 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
okt-48 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
nov-48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
dec-48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
jan-49 0 7 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 6 
feb-49 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 
mrt-49 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
apr-49 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 
mei-49 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
jun-49 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
!
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jul-49 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
aug-49 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
sep-49 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
okt-49 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
nov-49 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
dec-49 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Total 12 110 21 10 24 29 12 4 1 9 80 
Others *= General (Jews) +Jews (Clonyn)+ German+French+ Austrian +Poles 
Source: Articles found in The Irish Times, Irish Press, Irish Examiner, Sunday Independent, Irish Independent, The Catholic Herald, 
Westmeath Examiner, Meath Chronicle and Longford Leader. All these papers are online accessible, most them are available via the 
Irish News Archive. Used search-terms: Refugee children, DP children and Displaced children. 
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Appendix 2 
 
Table A2. Data figure 3: Persons of each religion at each census- 1881 to 1961 
  Other religious denominations 
Year Total Persons Catholics 
Total other 
Religious 
Denominations 
Protestant 
Episcopalians Presbyterians Methodist Jews Baptist 
Other (including 
no statement) 
1871 4053187 3616426 436761 338719 61917 16905 230 801 18189 
1881 3870020 3465332 404688 317576 56498 17660 394 734 11826 
1891 3468694 3099003 369691 286804 51469 18513 1506 1139 10260 
1901 3221823 2878271 343552 264264 46714 17872 3006 1590 10106 
1911 3139688 2812509 327179 249535 45486 16440 3805 1588 10325 
1926 2971992 2751269 220723 164215 32429 10663 3686 717 9013 
1936 2968420 2773920 194500 145030 28067 9649 3749 715 7290 
1946 2955107 2786033 169074 124829 23879 8355 3907 462 7651 
1961 2818341 2673473 144868 104016 18953 6676 3255 481 11487 
Source: ‘Table 1A: Persons of each religion at each census 1881 to 1961, Census Report 1946 vol. 3 
(1946)’,http://www.cso.ie/en/media/csoie/census/census1946results/volume3/C,1946,V3,Pt1,T1abc.pdf, as seen on 15 
September 2015.  
